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Advertiſement. 


HE Prebytery of Edinburgh's Reply to the 


Caſe of the Magiſtrates and Town-Council 

_ of Edinburgh, was deſigned to have been 
publiſhed before the Meeting of the Synod of Lo- 
thian and Tweddale ; but it being ſometime after 
ihe publiſbing of the Caſe, before we could procure 4 
Copy of it, we have publiſhed our Reply with all the 
Diſpatch we could; ſo that tho' the Members of the 
Synod cannot have Copies in due Time, yet if this 
Affair ſhould happen to be ſent to the General Af 
ſembly by a Reference, or carried to it by an Ap- 
peal, we are hopeful, the Reverend ana Honourable 


Members of that Court will find a true State of 


. the Affair, as we have repreſented it, and that 


we have given a ſatisfying Reply to all the Ground. 
of Complaint and Appeal relative to Doctrine. 


T N 3 


Presbytery of Edinburgh's REPLY 
to the Caſe of the Magiſtrates and 
Town-council of Edinburgh, in 
the Affair of Mr. WILLIAM 


WisHART. 


HE Presbytery of Edinburgh having come 
$11 to a Reſolution, not to give their Concur+ 
rence with a Call to Mr. #liam Miſpart, 
or to invite him to be a Member of their 
Society, they founded their Reſolution on 
two very material and important Grounds, 
- Viz. (1.) The ſtrong Averſion in both the 
Seiſions of the two vacant Pariſhes, againſt his being ſertled 
in either of them. (2.) His maintaining ſeveral Opinions 
and Aſſertions inconſiſtent with, and contrary to the eftabli- 
ſhed Doctrines of this Church, contained in two printed Ser- 
mons,. the one preached at Salter's Hall, before the Society 
for: Reformation of Manners, July zd 1732, the other at 
the Old Jury, Auguſt gth 1731, for the Benefit of the 
Charity School in Crutched Fryars. The Magiſtrates, 
BUT | A 2 | Town 
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Town-council, and others, the Callers of Mr. Wiſbart, judge 
ing themſelves to be leſed, did appeal to the very Reverend 
the Synod of Lothian and Tweddale for Redreſs, and have 
thought fit to publiſh a large Pamphlet it 4to, conſiſting of 
ſeren Sheets of Paper, which is entitled, The Caſe of the 
Appellants, unto which they have ſubjoin'd the Minutes 
of the Presbytery, No. I. The Regulations anent the 
Calling Miniſters to the City of Edinburgh, and fixing them 
in particular Pariſhes of the ſaid City, No. Il. Reaſons 
of their Appeal from a Sentence of the Presbytery, re- 


Tufing their Concurrence to bis Call, No. Ill. Reaſons of 


angther Appeal from the Presbytery, for determining the 
General Seſſions to elect two Miniſter by one ſingle Vote, 
No. III. And laſtly, The Act of the Presbytery for the Mo- 
deration of Calls to two Miniſters, for ſupplying the Vacan: 
— in. Edinburgh, No. IV. and as we have Reaſon to believe 


ave cauſed a great Number of Copies to be caſt off the Preſs, to 


be diſtributed to ſuch as they judge to be friendly to their Caule,- 
and to the ſeyeral conſtituent Members of the ſeveral Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Courts, before whom their Cauſe may happen to 
come; and before the litting of theſe Courts, have made Com- 
pliments to many of their Friends, taking their Engagement 
upon Honour, not to give them in Loan to thoſe of the Pres- 
bytery, who refuſed to concur with the Call, or to thoſe Mini - 

ers of the City, as did acquieſce in the Presbytery's Sentence, 
for what Reaſons they know beſt themſelves ; but ſince they 
were for making Preſents, the Compliment is a little lame, 
when they have not made a Gift alſo of the two Sermons, that 
ſo the Judges might ſee with their own Eyes, whether the 
Doctrines charged on the Sermons, be in them or not. The 
Honourable Magiſtrates and Toun-council, who have the 


Management of the Revenue of the Goed Town in their 


Hands, are fully enabled to give generouſly for the Conſulta- 
tions of Advocates, and defraying the Charges of the Prefs : 
But the Presbytery of Edinburgh being but a ſmall Number, 
when the Miniſters of the City are removed as Parties, can» 
not be expected to have a Fund for employing Lawyers for 
heir Advice and Alliſtance, and printing their Caſe, that 
Judges and others may haye Compliments of- Copies made' 


unt 


E 


unto them, by which Means our Cauſe is at a Loſs, ſince the 
Judges cannot have ſuch Information in Time, of our Side of 
the Queſtion, as they will have of the other Side of it; how- 
ever we doubt not, but ſuch as are to be Judges, will not 
grudge a ſmall Thing for a Copy of our Caſe, in order to 
their having a full View of the Affair; nor will any, who have 
2 Love to Truth, and a Concern for the ſettling of the Vacan- 
cies in the City, with Men well qualified for the Miniftry, 
according to the Rules and Canons of this Church, 


SHOULD we attempt to print our Anſwers at large to the 
Reaſons of two Appeals, every Body muſt ſee, that our Caſe 


would ſwell to a prodigious Bulk, wherefore we ſhall ſatisfy 
* ourſelves with the written Anſwers we have made to their 
two long Papers of Reaſons No. III. and IV. And there- 
fore, as to the firſt Ground of our Sentence, taken from the 


= ftrong Averſion in both Seſſions of the two vacant Pariſhes, 
> againſt Mr. 3/7ſbart's being ſettled in either of them; the 
© Appellants themſelves are as much perſwaded of this, as they 
can be of any Thing, and it being fo, the Presbytery refuſed 
their Concurrence on the Footing of the Regulations, which 
bear, That the Presbytery interpoſe their Authority for ſettling 
a Miniſter in a particular Pariſh, no otherwiſe than upon the 
+ * Mayiftrates and 'Town-council's Application to them, ſignify- 
ing the Reſolution they are come to, atter having diſcourſed 
the Miniſters of che City about the Settlement, and after hav- 
ing had (N. .) the Conſent of the Seſſion of the Pariſh 
* where be in to be ſettled,” This they have not been able to 
br” pr Ocure. 


* 
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1 Tu ſecond Ground of our refuſing Concurrence is, Mr. 
*F7i/bart's maintaining ſeveral Opinions and Aſſertions incon- 
fiſtent with, and contrary to the eſtabliſhed Doctrines of this 
burch; and becauſe the Appellants complain, (1.) That 
his Ground was kept from them as a Secret. (2.) That there 
as neither an Accuſer, nor a fama clamoſa to ſupport ſuch 
1 Procedure and Sentence. And, (3.) Becauſe there was no 
Proof adduced, that the Sermons which contained theſe er- 
Foneous Doétrines were really his, nor was he heard upon the 
1 | Caule, 


3 


Cauſe, nor did they read the Sermons; we ſhall make a diſtindt 


Reply to each of theſe. . And (2.) Becauſe the Appellants. 
in their Caſe undertake to ſhow, That theſe Sermons contain 
nothing erroneous, or contrary to the Principles or Standards 
of our Church, and to make a particular Anſwer to each of 
the Articles charged on the Sermon, we ſhall pay a due Re- 
gard to what they have advanced. 


1ſt, As to their Complaint, the firſt Ground of it is, That 
che principal Ground of the Sentence was kept a Secret 


* from the Appellaats, that it was never heard of by the Par- 


ties, nor moved in the Court, till after they were ordered 
© to withdraw; And upon this they make a hideous Clamour 
and Noiſe, Caſe p. 6, 7. for which indeed there had been. 
Ground, if it was Fact that this Ground of the Sentence was 


kept as a Secret, nor heard of by the Parties: But it muſt be 


furprizing to every Body, to find this advanced by the Law- 
vers, in Name of the Magiftrates and Town-council ; this 
they could not de informed of by them, and therefore theſe 
Gentlemen muſt fall under the heavy Charge of contriving a 
Falſhood to help them out in a Cauſe, which they muſt be 
fenſible they cannot maintain, but by ſuch unworthy Means ; 
for it was told the Magiſtrates, and thoſe of the Council that 
were preſent, by the Committee of the Presbytery appointed 
to wait of them, and to confer with them upon the Occaſion 
of the Presbytery's delaying to give their Concurrence to 
Mr. V iſbart's and Mr. Webſter's Calls, that Mr. Viſbart 


had given great Offence by his two printed Sermons, which 


contain'd ſeveral erroneous Doctrines inconſiſtent with our 
Standards. This Intimation the Committee made to the Ma- 
giſtrates, that they might impart it to any they had a. mind, 
and particularly to thoſe of our Brethren, who had diſtinguiſh'd 


EIT. =" 


themſelves by a warm Appearance for Mr. Viſbart: Nay, 
at that Meeting, the Committee told the Magiſtrates, that 
they would wait of them again, whenſoever they ſhould he 


pleaſed to call for them, to offer any 'Thing for removing of 
the ſaid Difficulty. This took Vent very quickly, and ſome 


of us were told, that we were to be Hereſy Hunters, or to 
be Inquiſitors ; nay, the Report of this Conference was read 
| id 
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in open Presbytery, in Preſence of the Parties, bearing, that 
beſides the Averſion, other Difficulties did occur; and had 
they inſiſted to have them told again, it would have been 
done ; but they never made a Motion this Way, being de- 
ſirous that the alledged Errors might be intirely ſtifled and ſup- 
preſſed. And now for them to ſay, P. 7. I. 2. That ſeve- 
*rals of the Minifters of Edinburgh, and others, earneſtly 
© Jefired, that if there were any other Objections, beſides the 
* Ayerſion of the two Seſſions, it might be notified to them 


* before Sentence.” But what Kind of Management was that, 


to ſay, that if there were other Objections, Sc. when the 
Committee's Report bears expreſly, that they had other Dif- 
ficulties? Was not this a ſufficient Hint to them? Why did 
they not then in open Presbytery inſiſt to have theſe Difficul- 
ties told? Was it the Presbytery's Buſineſs to do any 'Thing 
further in that Matter, before they came to Sentence? When 


the Committee had told the Magiſtrates, as their Report bears, 


that ſome Doctrines contained in the Sermons had given 


great Offence, and that they would wait of them again, 
vhenſoever they ſhould be pleaſed to call for them, to offer 
any Thing for removing of the ſaid Difficulties. 


edly, Tat complain, That the Presbytery proceeded 


* to this Sentence, when there was neither Accuſer, nor /a- 
ma clamo/a ; and hence take Occaſion todeclaim learnedly 
® againſt the Inquiſition, againſt Oppreſſion and "Tyranny, 
» Cruelty and Injuſtice, Caſe p. 7, 8. But as this is idle, 


and not ad rem, ſo it is merely advanced to blacken the Pres- 


dytery, when there was no Occaſion given them. It is known 


very well, that when Solicitations and Applications were 


and Conſideration, by which Means they came io be ſatisfied, 


made to prevail with Perſons of all Denominations among 


the Callers, the great Reaſon weighing with many, why 
they could not go in with a Call to him, was the great Of- 
Fence he had given by theſe Sermons. Now, one of them 


eing printed here, and a great many Copies of the other be- 
g ſent to this Place to be fold, the Sermons were in the 


4 ands of many, which excited theſe concerned in the calling 


Miniſters, and many others, to read them with Attention 


that 


that he had given juſt Ground of Offence. And as to an At» 
cuſer, the Caſe is plain, tho' the Lawyers are at vaſt Pains 
to darken it, and throw Miſt over it; the Presbytery read 
over the Paſſages which their Committee had marked out, 
and found, that the Errors condeſcended upon by the Com- 
mittee, were vented in theſe Sermons, which in the Con- 
ſtruction of common Senſe, Reaſon and Law, were as ſuf- 
ficient a Foundation for the Presbytery to proceed upon, as if 
Mr. Wiſbart had perſonally vented thele Paſſages in the 
Hearing of the Presbytery. This will not be refuſed by any, 
Juppoſing that the Sermons are really his, which we are con- 
ident we are able to make out to the Conviction of every im- 
partial Man. So that the great Buſtle, and mighty Wrang- 


ling of the Lawyers, Pages gth, 1oth and 11th, will quickly * 


appear to be made as uſually, when Perſons of that Profeſſion 
have neither Law nor Reaſon upon their Side, to ſpeak and 
cry loud, to put an Emphaſis upon Words and Sounds con- 
taining little Senſe in them. This we ſay, not intending to 
reflect on Gentlemen of that Profeſſion, many of whom we 
highly honour and eſteem; but we muſt be allowed to ſay, 


that the Lawyers we point at, have given many Proofs f 


this Management before our Eccleſiaſtical Courts, Synods, 2 


Aſſemblies and Commiſſion, and think, that Care ought to be 


taken to check and diſcourage the ſame, as being a high Indige |» 


nity offered to them. And now the Presbytery ſhall juſtify 


their Conduct from two very famous Precedents ; the Pres- 
bytery did no more in this Affair, than what the Honourable | 
Houſe of Commons Cid in the Caſe of Doctor Sache verel, 


who had printed two Sermons, the oue preached at the Ab 
fizes held at Derby, Auguſt 15th 1709, and the other be- 
fore the Lord Mayor and Aldermen of London the ſame Year, 
November 51h; for a Complaint being made in the Houſe of 


Commons by a Member, on the 13th of December there- 
after, that theſe Sermons had given Offence to Abundance of 3 
People, the Sermons were delivered in at the Table, and ſe- 
veral Paragraphs in the Epiſtle dedicatory preceeding the firſt 


mentioned Sermon, and alſo ſeveral Paragraphs in the latter 
wert read; after which it was reſolved, that theſe Sermons 


are malicious ſcandalous and ſeditious Libels, highly reflecting 1. 


E 


e on Her Majefty and Government, the late happy Revolution, 
AS nnd the Proteſtant Succeſſion, as by Law eftabliſhed and both 
ad Z Houſes of Parliament, tending to alienate the AﬀeRions of her 
ut, >* Majeſty's good Subjects, and to create Jealouſies and Divitions 
mm among them; and after ordered him to attend the Houſe the 
n next Day, This high Cenſure the Houſe of Commons paſt 


uf. I upon the Sermons, without uling the Ceremony of calling for 
il the Doctor, to ask him, Whether he owned the Sermons 
the : paſſing under his Name? or to hear what Explications he had 
Ns to offer on the Paſſages that were fo offenſive. And this ap- 


on \ pears from the Speech that the Door made to the Houſe, 
me e Mr. Speaker, I am very ſorry, I am fallen under the Diſ- 
_ pleaſure of this Houſe. I did not imagine any Expreſſions 
in my Sermons were liable to ſuch a Ceuſure, as you have 
= © paſt upon them: If you had been pleaſed to favour me ſo 
far, as to have heard me before you paſt it, I hope I ſhould 
* X* have explained myſelf ſo far, as to have prevented it.” And 
z % without any further hearing of him, they reſolved to impeach. 
We him, of high Crimes and Miſdemeanors, and in the mean 
ſay, time, ordered the Doctor to be taken into the Cuſtody of the 
of if Serjeant at Arms attending the Houſe, And tho” afterwards he 
ods, preſented a Petition to the Houſe, praying, That they would 
a be pleaſed to order him.to be admitted to Bail, that he might 
\dige | have an Opportunity of making his Defence, yet it paſt in the 
ſtify Tegative, This we have faithfully cited from the printed 
res- Trial of Doctor Sacbeverel, the Sv Edition. The Managers 
able 755 Procedure were as great Perſons as have ſince been 
lembers of that Houſe, fuch as theſe great Names, Robert 
Af alpole Secretary at War, Sir James Montague Attorney 
r be · eneral, Mr. Stanbope, Sir Thomas Parker Lord Chief Ju- 
Lear, ice of the Queen's Bench, Jobn Dolben Eſquire, Spencer 
ſe of ouper Eſquire, Sir Peter King Recorder of London; Mr. 
1ere- Boyle Secretary of State, Sir Fob Holland Comptroller of 
ce of the Houſhold, Sir Foſepb Jekyll Lord Chief Juſtice of Eng- 
d ſe- nd. Mr. Lecbmere, and Others. Now, had any at that 
firſt Mime ſpewed out ſuch Invectives, becauſe of the Proceedings 
latter chat Houſe, and of thoſe honourable Perſons, which the 
mons | awyers do on the Presbytery, we ſuppoſe they would ha ye 
ing | * Harted for it, and have been in dangerous Circumſtances. 
on E Bur 
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Bur as we have juſtified the Presbytery's Conduct from 
that of a Civil Court, we ſhall now do it from the Proceed 
ings of an Eccleſiaſtical One, namely, that of the National 
Syhod of the Churches of Holland aſſembled at Dort, with 
reſpect to Conradus Yorſtius, who had been called to ſucceed 
Jacobus Arminius in the Divinity-chair at Leyden, which 
We ſhall vouch from the Acts of that Synod, and a Book 
publiſhed by Philip a Limborch, entituled, Epiſto!# præſtan- 
tim ac eruditorum virorum, the Fol. Edit. printed at Am- 
ſterdam An. 1704. Doctor Balcanqua!, our Countryman, 
a Member of that Synod, writes in a Letter to Dudley Car- 
leton, King Fames VI. his Ambaſſador to the States General, 
P. 560. Spero te, vir iluſtris, &. i. e. I hope, that your 
Excellence will adviſe the Prince of Orange, and Count 
* William, that if Yorſtius ſhall petition io have Time to 
give in his Apology and Explication of the offenſive Expref- 
* fions in his Book concerning Gop and the Divine Attri- 
* butes, or deſire that he may be convinced by Reaſon, and a 
* Confutation of his Arguments, which cannot be done in a 
" ſhort Time, the Synod may not confer with him on theſe 
Points; but to tell him plainly, that an Explication is not a 
Satisfaction; and therefore, that they earneſtly wiſh, that he 
„ may retract his Opinions, and make a Recantation, and beg 
Pardon of Gop, and of the Church of Gop, to whom he 


has given Offence by that Book; if he does this, we have 


* gained him ; but if not, let the Synod cenſure him as they 
* pleaſe.” And p. 566. the ſame Dr. Balcanqual, in a Let- 


ter to Secretary Nanton, acquaints him of the Judgment of 


the Britiſh Divines at that Synod in this Affair: Reſpondt- 
* mus, . i. e. We anſwered, that Yorſizus muſt not have 
© 2 Permiſſion, either to defend or explain his blaſphemous 
Opinions, but muſt anſwer either by Affirmation or Nega- 
* tion ; and that he ſhuuld be ask'd, if he is ready to abjure 
bis Heterodoxies. 


* pyties, declared the Mind of the Synod and of the States 


concerning Yorſtius, namely, that they had given Orders for 


* making Excerpts out of his Writings, and that the ge in 
F py = 4 
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And p. 575. when he is giving an Ac- 
count of the Proceedings of the Synod againſt Forftiur, he ac 
quaints us, That Gregorius Martini. one of the States De- 


tates 
s for 
od in 
theit 


out by Debates and Diſputes. 


* * to be unworthy of the Theological Chair”: 


»K * 


Walt 


« their judging have a Regard to theſe, whether the Doctrine 
* of Forſtius tends to the Edification of the Church, and if he 
*is worthy to keep the Divinity-Chair': Or, as it is expreſ- 
ſed ia the Acts of the Synod, P. 367. Se. 149. Edit. 410, 
printed at Dort An. 1620. Fudicaſſe, &. i. e. Moreover, 
* their High Mightineſles thought it ueedleſs to cite him to 
* appear before the Synod, that the Time might not be lengtnned 
And in the forecited Buok 
of Epiſtles, p. 576. de bis aliiſque Yorſttants dogmatibug, 
* fc. i. e. Concerning theſe DoArines of Forſtius, there was 
© 2 great Debate for a conſiderable Time; at length they a- 


i * greed, and Forſtius was judged, becauſe of his Boldneſs and 


« Impiety, in undermining the fundamental Articles of Faith, 
Or, as it is ex- 
preſſed in the Act itſelf, which we have at full Length pre- 


** ſerved among the Acts of that Synod, p. 368. S/. 152. 
* Profeſſoris, &. i. e. The Synod declares, that he is alto- 
* * gether unworthy of the Office and Name of an orthodox 
-* Profeſſor, or Doctor in the reformed Churches.” From all 
- which Paſſages it is evident, that not only the Dutch, but the 
= Britiſh Divines; nay, the States General too, were of Opi- 
nion, that he ought not to be heard in his own Defence, any 


other Way, than by reading the Paragraphs excerpted out of 
bis Book, and that they would only allow him jo make a 


* Recantation of his Errors; which he not having done, he wa 
+ depoſ:d from his Office, and deprived of his Benefice, Now, 
let the Gentlemen Lawyers conſider, that their Invective is 
equally applicable to the Exgliſb and Dutch Divines in that 


Synod. nay to the States General, if not more, fince they de- 


prived Yorftius of his Office and Benefice, which he enjoyed; 

but the Presbytery have deprived Mr. M ſbart neither of the 
one nor other, both which he ſtill peaceably enjoys at Lon- 
don, nor did we ever pretend to do it. | 


THE1R next Ground of Complaint is in p. 10. J. 20. The 


X Presbytery's proceeding to Sentence, without adducing any 


root of the Matters charged. We ſuppole their Meaning is, 
that we have adduced no Proof that the two printed Sermong 
are Mr. #/:ſbart's : For as to Matters of Doctrine chæ ged 


upon 
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upon the Sermons, we have proven them, by referring to the 
Pages where they are to be found : But this will appear mote 
fully afterwards. The preciſe Queſtion now is, If we had any 
Proof that the Sermons are his? This, they ſay, we have nor, 
and *that to proceed to Sentence without a Proof, is ſo con- 
* trary to the Laws of GOD and Man, that it is ſurprizing to 
„the higheſt Degree, that any Members of the Fiesbytery 
* ſhould have indulged themſelves in ſuch an extraordinary 
* Proceeding ;* and then fall a citing of Scripture. Here is a 
Charge indeed of a very ſurprizing Nature, and indeed there 
had been Ground for complaining, bad it been true, but not for 
ſaying, that it is ſurprizing to the higheſt Degree. We are con- 
fident, that we are able to produce better Arguments for the 
Proof, that the Sermons are Mr. Viſbart's, than we have 
heard theſe Lawiers do in many Cauſes they have pleaded be- 
fore Eccleſiaſtical Courts, and yet we have not been ſurpriz- 
ed to the higheſt Degree wheu they have tail'd, and ſuccumbd 
in the Proof; for we ſee this very ordinarly and frequently as 
to them. Our Evidence comes out thus, we had the ſame E- 
vidence that the Houſe of Commons had, when they paſſed 
fuck a Cenſure on Dr. Sacbeverel, as to declare him a ma- 
licious, ſcandalous and ſeditious Perſon, and to puniſh him, by 
committing him as a Priſoner to the Cuſtody of the Serjeant 
at Arms: For had the Houſe of Commons any other Eyi- 
dence in the Cale of Dr. Sacheverel, but that the Titles bear 
that they were preached by Dr. Henry Sacheverel; and do 
got the two printed Sermons under Conſideration bear, that 
they were preached by I illiam I iſbart D. D. The Title 
of the Charity ſermon bears, that it was preached by William 
Wiſhart D. D. at the Old Jury, for the Benefit of the Chart 
1j School at Crutchea-Fryars, April 19. 1731, o 1 Tim. i. 3. 
and that it was printed at Edinburgh by Gavin HamiltonBook- 
ſeller,1731. And the Title-page of the other bears, tbat it ir a 
Reformation:ſermon preached before the Societies for Re. 
formation of Manners,by Milliam Wiſbart D. D. atSalteri- Y 
ball, July 3d 1732, and that it was publiſhed at their Re- 
queſt, and printed at London by one Emanuel Matthews ; 
and theſe Sermons hive paſſed as Dr. Viſbart's for five or 
$iz Years, Juſt as Mr. Foſter s Sermons have paſſed for his, E 
without 5 
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„their Names to che written Reaſons (tho they have thought 
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E 
without the leaſt Contradiction: And one of the Reverend 
Appellants, who had full Acceſs to know the Truth and Cer- 
tainty ot this Matter, never retuſed that they were the Docs» 
tor's; nor have any of the Appeilants done it io this Mo- 
ment: And now is it to be ſuppoſed that theſe twa Sermons 
could ſo long paſs thro the World as Dr. //iſbart's, without 
his Knowledge of it? And if he knew It, and has not publick- 
ly denied them, nor given ſome Check to ſuch an Impolturey 
if they are not his, nuſt be very range. Belides, is it to be 
ſuppoſes, that Baillie Ha ilton has torged the one, and Mr. 
Matthews the other? Will it be ſaid, that the Baillie has ſtu- 
died the one, and Matthews compoſed the other, and when 


* 


34 
e 
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they have done fo, father their own Brates on the Doctor? 


Can it be thought, that they have invented the many Circum- 
2 ſtances meniioned in the Title-pages, that they might impoſe on 


"> the World, and deceive Mankind? Is it to be thought, that 
"a when the Doctor preached at London a Charity-ſermon, and 
= a Reformation One 100, the Printers would publiſh the Ser- 


* mons of other Perſons at theſe Occaſions, and borrow Dr. 
Wiſhart's Name io them, to make them go off? And, in fine, 
durſt Matthews, the Printer of the Reformation-ſermon, ſay 
in the Title-page, that it was publiſhed at the Requeſt of the 
Societies? Durſt any, though ever ſo abandoned to all Truth 
and Honeſty, aſſert this, and let it come off his Preſs, when 
he knew that the Doctor and the Societies could controul him? 
Ik there remains any Dubiety after all this, we may as well 
queſtion if the Sermons printed under Dr. Tillotfſon or Dr. 
= Barrow's Name, are theirs; nay, after this we may turn 
ſceptick as to the Authors of all the Books extant in the 
World. Belides, we have further Proof in this Caſe, Baillie 
Hamilton told the Members of the Committee, in Preſence 
of the Magiſtrates, that the Doctor had ſent the Manuſcript of 
the Charity-ſermon to him, that he might print it: And that 
as to the Reformation-ſermon, that the Doctor had ſent him a' 
good Number of printed Copies, to be diſpoſed of at Edinburgh. 
Now, all that know the Baillie, know him to be a Gentleman 
df great Probity and Veracity, ſo that we muſt be a little 
ſurprized, that two of the preſent Magiſtrates ſhould ſet to 


fr 
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fit not to let their Names be printed) of Appeal, wherein 
they ſay, That no Proof whatſoever was adduced,” p. 47. 
J. 13. : 


Tux Appellants, p. 47. I. 23. go on in their Argument, 
According to this Method of Procedure, we do not fee but 
* the Criminal Court, without any Confeſſion from the Pan- 
nel, or any Proof adduced before them, might condemn him 
* to die for Murder ; becauſe, tho' there is neither a Con- 
feſſion, nor Proof, yet the Man was really guilty of the 
* Murder, and it is notour that he was ſo. By the ſame 
Rule, the Commiſſaries too might puniſh a Man for calum- 
* niating his Neighbour, becauſz: in a printed Pamphlet Calum- 
* nies are ſpread, without either Confeſſion or Proof that the 
Man was the Author of the Pamphlet. But we anſwer, 
That the Inſtances as to the Procedure of the Criminal Court, 
in Matters wherein a Man's Life or Fortune is concerned; 
and the Commiſſary Court, before which his Character and 
good Name are attack d, are no way parallel to the preſent 
Caſe ; for the Presbytery's Sentence does no way injure Mr. 
iſbart's Life or Fortune, our Sentence do not reach the 
Length of London, to deprive him of his Office or Benefice 
there : But what the Presbytery did, was a Declaration that 
they could not in Conſcience have an active Hand in bringing 
him to a paſtoral Charge in any Pariſh, under their Over- 
fight and Juriſdiction; and this is all that is done by the Pres- 
bytery, by their refuſing to concur with the Call ; and had we 
done otherwiſe, the Miniſters and Members of the Church of 
Scotland might have ſaid, that we are neutral, and of a 
Gallio Temper, with reſpect to the Purity of Doctrine; and 
we could not have accounted for our Conduct to our Superi- 
ors, the -Synod of LZotbian and the General Aſſembly; we 
would have been in Danger of being ſuſpected, as tainted with 
the erroneous Dactrines contain d in the Sermons. If it is ſaid, 
that we injured him in his Character, by finding a long Cata- 
logue of Errors in the Sermons, as they do at the Foot of p. 
45. It is replied, That what we have done, is our declaring, 


that in our Opinion, ſeveral Aſſertions, to the Number of © 


ſeven, are erroneous ; and truly ſome Miniſters of our Church 
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4 
have wondered, that we have not declared other Paſſages of 
the Sermons to be erroneous, which had we done, the Cata- 
logue might indeed have been long, but this we may poſſibly 
> ſupply afterwards; we ſay that the Presbytery have declared. 
that there are ſeveral Errors in theſe Sermons. Now, any 
private Perſon might declare this to the World, and if he 
pleaſes, may enter the Liſts with the Doctor, and without 
any Ceremony, go to the Preſs, and publiſh his Animadver- 
ſions upon, or Confutation of any printed Sermons, whether 
of the Doctor, or of any other Perſon whatſoever; and if any 
one Man may do this, why may not ten Men do it, as they 
call the Presbytery. Is it to calumniate a Man, when he has 
publiſhed Errors in a Book or Sermon, to tell him that theſe 
are Errors, and to confute them ? No, this is the firſt Time 
that ever we heard that this is a Calumny, ſo that his Cha- 
1” rafter nowiſe ſuffers from us. No doubt but one of the Doc- 
tor's ſupereminent Degree of Learning thinks, he is able to 
© defend himſelf, and to aſſert and make it out, that the Pres- 
© bytery, in the Grounds of their Sentence, have erred ; but we 
go not think that this is an impeaching of our Character and 
Reputation. Humanum eſt errare. If it is further urged, as 
"they do, p. 45. That by the Call, he has acquired a Right 
and Claim to be a Miniſter of Edinburgh ; and p. 10. J. 31. 
they ſay, The refuſing to concur with it, has this penal Effect. 
that it deprives him of the Advancement thereby intended; 
To which we anſwer, That there is not only a Call neceſſary 
to give a Man a Right to an Advancement in the Church; but 
to name no more than this one Thing, he muſt be qua- 
lified, by being ſound in the Faith, otherwiſe he cannot, by the 
Laws of our Country, and the Canons of our Church, have 
ire Benefit of our legal Eftabliſhment ; and tho' he ſhould 
have an undiſputable Call to a Settlement, yet if he is not 
found in the Faith, it is the Duty of the Judicatories of the 
Church, not only to refuſe the having an active Hand in bring- 
iyg him to it, which the Presbytery have done; but to do all 
that is proper to keep him from it. We ſhall illuſtrate this 
*Þy the following Inſtance ; we ſhall ſuppoſe, that a Call 


were given to a Presbyterian Miniſter in Exgland, who bas 
printed a Book, wherein Arian Principles are taught, a Sup- 
4s poſition 


Fw 
poſition no way impertinent, ſince it is very well known, that 
Mr. Pierce lately a Diſſenting Miniſter at Exeter, who 
printed a learned Vindication of the Difſenters, and dedicated 
it to the Church of Scotland, has publithed an Expoſition of 
ſeveral Epiſtles of Paul, wherein the Arian Doctrines are 
ſet down, with as great Strength of Argument, as ever has 
been done by any Adverſary. Now, we ſay, ſuppoling that 
a Call were given to ſuch a Perſon to be a Minſter of this 
Church, might not a Presbytery very warraniably refuſe 10 
concur With the ſaid Call? ls this to be injurious and cruel to 
him to refuſe an Invitation to him upon this Head, that there 
is a Book going under his Name in the Title Pige, for a 


good Number of Years, containing ſuch Principles? Surely not. 


Now, if this is to condemn Doctor Wiſbart, we admit it in 
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the Senſe we have given and think we had too relevant 


Reaſons to do it; and are much affected, that ever one who 
was once a Miniſter of this Church, has preached and printed 


ſuch erroneous Diſcourſes; and cannot but be of the Mind, 


that when he preached them, he muſt have laid aſide all Views 
of ever returning to be a Miniſter of this Church, If what 
we have done is a condemning of him, the Appellants may 
give it what Terms or Names they pleaſe ; but we belieye 
that by this Time we are fully underftood. In fine, With re- 
ſpe& to the Injury that is pretended we have done him, we 
put the Appellants to anſwer us this disjunctive Interrogatory, 
Either the Sermons are his, or they are not? If they are not 
his, he has a Remedy ; the refuſing the Sermons to be his, 
(which for near two Months he has not done) and proſecut- 


ing the Printers for Reparation ; but if they are really his, all 


that we have done, is our declaring, that; in our Opinion, 


ſuch and ſuch Poſitions contained in them are erroneous ; and 


until there are better Reaſons advanced for our altering it, 
than what the learned Lawyers have ſuggeſted, we muſt per- 
fiſt in the Defence of our Procedure and Sentence. LZaſtly, 
They complain, P. 11. J. 24. That the Presbytery have 
found Mr. 7//iſhart guilty, and condemn'd him without be- 
ing heard; and p. 46. That we refuſed to communicate ta 
bim, what we obſerved as material, to fee it he had any 


* Thing to advance, that could give Satisfaction, and if be 


* owned 


that 


o » * owned the Sermons, as they were printed, to be his.” As 
3 4 to this laſt, Whether the Sermons are his, we have given all 
2 4 the Evidence that was neceflary in an Affair of this Nature, 
hs Y and ſuch as was more than ſufficient for juſtifying the Presby- 
| 125 3 tery. for refuſing, 09 their Part, to have an active Hand in his | 

1 coming to be a Miniſter in Edinburgh, and a Co-presbyter 
12 with us. But as to the former Part of this Complaint, that 
* he was condemned without being heard; it is well known 

Y 6 what we have done, and if the Appellants ftill perliſt i in 5 
f © ling it a condemning of him, they may, and give it worſe 
RY Names, if they ple aſe : But as to our not hearing of him, this 
MI © was indeed the Complaint that Doctor Sacheverel gave in to 
bags the Houſe of Commons; he told them, That they had cen- 
*. 4 ſur'd him, nay, committed him to the Cuftody of the Sergeant 
TAS 1 "of Arms, without being heard ; but that Honourable, Houſe 
who i knew, what way they ould proceed with a Perſon, when 
* | "there are Sermons printed with his Name at them; they N 
. there was no Neceſſity of calling the Doctor before them, 
ew ask him, If he own'd the Sermons to be his? This ho 
what took for granted, by reading the very Title Page. But we 
2 had greater Certainty, ſince the Printer of one of them own 'd 
nere to the Committee, that one of them was Mr. i iſhart's, and 
h re- A Mr. Viſbart had ſent him many printed Copies” of the 
LI. other. And as the Houſe of Commons did not hear Doctor 
wry, Sacbeverel, before they paſſed their Cenſure on him, fo the 
5 ea of Dort refuted poſitively to give Horſtius a Hearing. 
e his, When one publiſhes his Opinions on any Subject, and particu» 
ſecut: 55 upon Subjects of Divinity, he does, by his appearing in 
5 all Print, ipſo ja*ts, give an Invitation, nay a Challenge to all 
nion, Men to take him up, if they have a-Mind; and he declares 

; and | Percy. he is willing to receive Conviction from them, and 

1s I's 0s conſider the Conturation they bring. And if any one pri- 

| per- Fate Perſon may give his Opinion, and publiſh it too, that he 

4% 1 nds Errors in this or the other Book, and points to the Pages, 
have pichout asking the Author's Leave, why may not a Society of 

ut be. en, to which they may give the Roman Name of Decem- 

ate to ri, do this? We therefore maintain, and we hope, that we are 

d any not ſingular in it, that when one prints and publiſhes Sermons, 
if be er Books, on any Subject of Divinity, with his Name at 

waed C them, 
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them, no Man or Society of Men is obliged to uſe the Civi- 
lity to the Author, of acquainting him in a private Way be- 
fore Hand, that what he has publiſhed is abſurd or errone- 
ous, or of communicating the Arguments to him, whereby * 

he is to confute him, and upon which he is to found the Cen- 
ſure of his Book; and far leſs had the Presbytery of Edin- 

| burgh, a Court eſtabliſhed by the Law, any Occaſion or Rea- 
ſon of correſponding with Mr. Wiſbart in ſuch a Manner. 
Nay, any Eccleſiaſtical Court in this Church, when they find 
any Book (whether the Author's Name be at it or not) is 
printed, containing erroneous Principles, by which their People 
may be led away to Errors, may condemn it, fo far as to de- 
Clare it to be erroneous, and give the People ſeaſonable Warn- 
ing againſt the Poiſon and Infection. This was done not long 
ago, both by the Synod of Lothian, and by the Commiſſion * 
of the Aſſembly, with reſpe& to a Pamphlet, entitled, T be 
Aſſembly's Shorter Catechiſm reviſed, and rendered fitter 
for general Uſe. 
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To crown all, they complain, p. 47. J. 31. That the 
* Presbytery never read theſe Sermons in the Court.” To 
which we reply, That if they mean, we did not read them 
in the Court from the Beginning to the End, we own it ; but 
then the erroneous Paragraphs were read, and the Houſe of 
Commons did no more, when they cenſured Doctor Sache- 
verel, and the Synod of Dort did only read the Excerpts 
taken out of Forſtius his Book, de Deo EG attributis divinis, 
when they depoſed him, a Cenſure which we never intended 
to inflict on Mr. VMiſbart. The two erroneous Paſſages in _ 
the Charity Sermon were read once and again with great De- 
liberation, and with a diſtin and audible Voice; and we are 
pretty confident, that in the foregoing and following Pages, 
there is nothing to clear them from the Errors charged upon 
them, but rather ſome Things to taſten the Charge more upon 
them. And then as to the five Paſſages quarrelled in the Re- 
formation Sermon, they ly in a continued Series of Diſcourſe, ** 
from the 3oth J. of p. 29th, to the End of the Sermon, i. e. 
to the End of p. 36th ; theſe were read in like Manner as the 
former; and we are as confident, that there is nothing to be 
met 
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urſe, ſupereminent Degree of Learning and Knouledge in theſe 


4 * ® Matters. We know that ſome Time ago the. Faculty of Ga 
ne 
o be 2 Doctor of Divinity, and obſerve that his Printers ſtile him 
oa the Title Pages of the two Sermons ; wherefore after 


7. e. 


met 


LJ 


f met with in the preceeding Pwenty eight Pages of that Ser- 
mon, which will contribute in the leaſt to clear and free theſe 
2 Paſſages from Error, but rather ſome Things that tend to fix 


the Errors upon them more ſtrongly. Some of theſe Errors 
are {et down in the Sermons in plain and expreſs Words, and 
others are inferred by a juſt and neceſſary Conſequence ; and 
where the Conſequences are not ftrain'd, but fair and natu- 


ral, the Errors fo delivered are by all agreed to be cenſurable, 
zs well as theſe which are vented in expreſs Terms; and this 

= mult be fo, ſince on the other Hand it is the Proteſtant Doc- 
trine, that all Things neceſſary to be believed in order to Sal- 
vation, are either expreſly ſet down in Scripture, or may by 
8 good or neceſſary Conſequence be deduced from it ; and both. 
* theſe Sorts of Errors, at the reading of them, were offered 
with ſuch a glaring Evidence, that it was not eaſy to mils the 


Preacher's Meaning, or to take him up 'in a wrong Senſe, « 


Tuus we have finiſhed the firſt Part of the Presbytery's Caſe 
* or Defence; we ſhall now proceed to the ſecond Part of it, 
* which is occaſioned by the Appellants publiſhing their Caſe, 


wherein they take under their Conſideration the particular Er- 
rors the Presbytery had charged the Sermons with; 


this we 
were not expecting from them or their Lawyers, ſince in 
the Reaſons of their Appeal, they had declin'd this Work, 
P. 46. J. 10. * Nor ſhall we enter into any Diſpute with the 


Reverend Presbytery, in Defence of the Sermons aſcribed 
to Mr. Viſpart, nor offer any Explications of them; this 
Se we think much more proper for him than for us; and we 


AT doubt not but in due Time, he will take Care to do himſelf 
> Juſtice.” And in p. 35. they ſay, That every Author of any 
* Book knows. beſt his own Meaning, and is moſt capable of 


60 v explaining the Import of his own Expreſſions (and we may 


add, to defend them likewiſe.) And no doubt Mr. Viſbart 
is the moſt proper Perſon to do it, eſpecially if it be true 
ne they ſay of him in their large Teſtimony, that be has a 


gow Univerſity conferred on him the honourable Degree of 
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this in our Reply, we ſhall obſerve the Civility in calling him 
Doctor, tho' we Cannot find out a ſupereminent Degree of 
Learning and Knowledge in the two Sermons ; and ſince 
the Degree was conferred upon him meerly as a Compli- 
ment, it is no more than as a Feather in OQae's Cap, 


We fay, that we did not expect from the Appellants, either 
an Explication or Defence of the excepuonable Faſlages ; 
but the Appellants (it would ſeem) underſtanding, that it 
would appear very unſeemly, and inconſiſtent with them to 
appeal from a Sentence cf the Fresbytery, the chief Ground of 


and yet at the ſame 'Time, neither refuſe the Sermons to be 
the Doctor's, nor undertake the Defence, nor an Explication 
of them; they have at laſt thought it their Duty, . 34. to 
ſuggeſt Anſwers, * That the World might not think, that 
the Fresbytery's Accuſation was unanſwerable. It would 
ſeem that they do it now, becauſe they had not ſufficient 
Time ta do this within the ten Days allowed to give ia Reg - 
ſons of Appeal, or becauſe they are diſappointed by the Doc- 
tor'snot ſending his. But before we come to an Examinatjon of 
their Defence aud Explication, there are two or three Things 
we would give our Gs upon. 


The Fuß is on a Caveat they give, p. 14. J. 17. viz, 
That the Anſwer by the Lawyers is only offered in Name 
* of the Magiſtrates and Town-counci!, leaving the Reverend 
© Miniſters, who are moſt able to manage this Argument, to 
* ſpeak their own Sentiments viva voce. But, as we are 


credibly informed, this Anſwer has undergone the Review of 


ſome of the Miniſters adhering to the Appeal, nay of Others, 
who were fo cautious as not to go that Length, but to reſt in 
a Declaration of their Diſſatisfaction with the Presbytery's 
Sentence: And whether theſe Reverend Brethren have 
given their Approbation of the Anſwer, and ſo licenſed it to 
the Preſs, we know not, but however, we take with the Ca- 
veat given by the Lawyers; yet we are not a little ſurprized, 


that they had not ſo much Influence on the Lawyers, to keep 1 


out ſereral Indiznidies offered ic the Fresbyiery by the An- 
| ter, 


which is a long Catalogue of Errors (as they have ſtiled it) 
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wil End it is made by the Lawyers. 
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F ſwer, and venting an Opinion of their 6wn, which is of the 
= moſt dangerous Conſequence, and at once overturns the Ne- 
> ceſlity of the Chriſtian Religion and Revelation, as will pre- | 


* ſently appear. 


2. Since the Lawyers have undertaken, and given their 
Defence and Explication of the Paſſages alledged to be errane- 
: ous, we want very much to know, How far theſe are to be 
regarded by the Reverend Synod? Whether the Synod will 
* ſuſtain the Lawyers Anſwers as the Doctor's Defence for 
2 himſelf, or not? It not, we do not fee to what Purpoſe or 
They ſay, that they offer it in 
Name of the Magiſtrates and Tow Council: But ſurely 
» they did not preach theſe Sermons, and Wwe hope they have 
not eſpouſed the Errors contained in them. God forbid they 
mould; we know that theſe Errors are very faſhionable among 
ſome young Sparks, who give themſelyes Airs, and pretend to 
have a polite Taſte; but that the Honourable Magiſtrates of 
Eainburgb maintain the long Catalogue of Opinions, we can- 
not allow ourſelves to ſuppoſe it: And we are ſure, there 
are ſome Things aſſerted in this Defence, which the Magi- 
*Nrates will reject with Abhorrence, and which the Lawyers, 
even in their own Name, will be obliged to make a R-canta- 
tion of, and beg the Synod's Pardon for yeating. And fur- 
ther, ſince the Reverend Miniſters, who join in the Appeal, 
and thoſe who have expteſſed their Diſſatisfaction with the 
Presbytery's Sentence (who, as the Appellants owu, are moſt 
able to manage this Argument) have all along declined to 
maintain or defend the Sermons, we humbly think, that this 
: . have been a ſufficient Diſcouragement to the Magiſtrates, 
om imploying Lawyers to do it for them, ſince the Matters 
in Diſpute are not Points of Law, but Matters of Doctrine: 
„And as an additional Diſcouragement from this, near the 
one Half of the Miniſters of the Town do maintain, that the 
Permons contain Errors and Opinions, contrary to the Con- 
"Seſſion of Faith ; nay, we hope, the Reverend Sy nod too 
Will be of Opinion, that this one Conſideration, by itſelf, was 


1 ee to have influenced the Magiſtrates to lay aſide this 


Froſecuuon alosether. 


3. Tas 


[ 22 ] 


2. Taz Lawyers have given their Explication of the Paſ. 
ſages ; but we are able to ſhew, that it is ſuch as deſtroys the 
Text, and that they have ſucceeded in this Attempt no bet- 


A 


| 
1 


; 


ter than Cbriſtopber Davenport, a Franciſcan, famous in 
England under the Name of Franciſcus a Sancta Clara. 


who wrote a paraphraſtical Expoſition of the 39 Articles of 
the Church of England, e(laying to make them all capable of 


1 


2 good Roman Catholick Senſe. And one Raynaudus a _ 
Roman Catholick, who gave a Specimen of his profane Wit, 


in endeavouring to make every Article of the Creed to be 


Hereſy and Blaſphemy. Of theſe Attempts we have an Ac- 


* 


count in Bradley's impartial Fiew of Chriſtianity. But un- 
til the Appellants ſhall make the two Sermons a Noſe of Wax, 


4 
17 
* 


- 
| 
* 


and be able to extract quidlibet ex quolibet, and rank them 


ſelves. among thoſe ( againſt whom the DoRor's Text ſpeaks, 


3 


when he preached the Reformation Ser mon) that call Evil 
Good, and Good Euil, that put Darkneſs for Ligbt, and 
Light for Darkneſs, that put bitter for ſweet, and ſiveet © 
For bitter, we deſpair of receiving any more, than the colour 
ing and covering over Error with the Appearance of Truth. 


4. Tu Reverend Synod may judge of the Ability of the 


Lawyers to clear the Sermons from Error, ſince they theme 
ſelves have aſſerted an Error of the moſt dangerous Conſe- 


ſequence, p. 18. J. 4. There is no Doubt, but every Civil 


Society has a Power to puniſh the publiſhing of Opinions, 
that are contrary to thoſe which are eſtabliſhed and received 


by the Society, as a Part of their Civil Conſtitution, whe ?- 
ther they be received upon religious or political Conſidera - 


* tions; and that becauſe the publiſhing of the contrary Opt 


* nions, is directly diſturbing the Peace of the Society, which 


© the Author of theſe Sermons allows is puniſhable,” This is 
fuck an extraordinary Paragraph, that it ſtartles us exceedingly, 
and which we could not expect to bave ſeen vented by any, 


but a Follower and Diſciple of Mr. Hobbes, and one of the 


higheſt Ziberiine Principles. And it increaſeth our Won 
der the more, that they ſay the Doctor allows of it; and if he 


does it, it is but a Part of the Earl of Shaftrbury's Scheme, 
in the 3d Vol. of his Characteriſticks, who thinks it <cnoug' 
{0 


LY 


( 
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4 to be of the Religion that is eſtabliſned by Law, and that this 


is a ſufficient Ground for embracing it, p. 71. He pretends 


| bet= © 
= * withſtanding his beſt Searches into Antiquity, and the Nature 


not to frame any certain, or poſitive Opinion of his own, not- 


of religious Record and Tradition; but on all Occaſions ſub- 
s mits moſt willingly, and with full Confidence and Truft, to 
© the Opinions by Law eſtabliſhed. And if this be not ſufficient 
to free him from the Reproach of Scepticiſmz he muſt, for 
® ought I ſee, be content to undergo it.“ The allowing of the 
Lawyers Principles, That the Civil Magiſtrate hath Power to 
puniſh the publiſhing of Opinions, that are contrary to theſe 


which are eſtabliſhed by the Society upon a religious Conſide- 


ration, becauſe the publiſhing of them is contrary to the Peace 
of the Society, we look upon as a groſs Error; for this will 
Suſtify the Heathens, in their Oppoſition to, and perſecuting 
of the Apoſtles, and other primitive Paſtors of the Chriſtian 
Church, for preaching againſt their Idols and idolatrous Wor- 
ſhip, that they might be turned from thoſe Vanities to ſerve the 
Aiving GOD, and for their venting or publiſhing, by their Diſ- 
Courſes and Sermons, Doctrines contrary to theſe which were 
eſtabliſhed and received by them, as a Part of their civil Con- 
Mitution, upon a religious Conſideration. Do we not read, 
Acti xvi. 20. that Paul and Silas were brought before the 
Roman Magiſtrates at Philippi, and were repreſented as 
Men that did exceedingly trouble their City. They ſurely 
did not injure them in their natural and civil Rights, but 
preached againſt their Religion, and this did difturb the Peace 
pf their Society, as they compiained. Thus alſo the Jews, 
ho believed not the Chriſtian Religion, Act, xvii. 6. drew 
Faſon and certain Brethren, unto the Rulers of Theſſalo- 
"Mica, crying, thoſe that bave turned the World upſide 
down are come hither alſo. Again, will not this Opinion ju- 
tify all the dreadful Perſecutions by Papiſis againſt Prote- 
antes, for publiſhing their Doctrines againſt the Idolatry of 
he Church of Rome? tor this idolatrous Worſhip was eſta- 
liſhed and received as a Part of their Conſtitution, upon a re- 
l gious Conſideration. The cruel and barbarous Fining, Im- 
priſoning, Dragooning, Hanging, Breaking upon the Wheel, 


and Burning of Froteſtant in France, tor preaching the 
Prote- 


be eſtabliſhed. 
yers; and will they ſay, -that they are authorized by the Ma- 
giſtrates to publiſh it? 


Name of the Magiſtrates? Is not this a Doctrine that de- 


Proteſtant Doctrine, againſt the Idolatry and Errors of the 7 
Church of Rome, and the horrid Butcheries of Proteſtants ® 
in England for the ſame, by the Marian Perſecution, will 
Now, this is a Doctrine vented by the Law» 7 


Is this a Part of their Anſwer in the 


_ 


ſerves the Synod's ſevereſt Animadverſion on the Authors of 


it ? We are (ure, the Reverend Reviewers of the Caſe muſt 
have refuſed their Licence or Imprimatur unto it. 


Having premiſed theſe Things, we ſhall proceed to the 
Examinatiof of the Appellants Anſwer to the ſeveral Articles 
of the Presbytery's Charge and Accuſation, upon the general 
Head of erroneous Doctrine: And there beuig ſeven Points 
of Doctrine, among others, contained in the two Sermons, 
which the Presbytery judzed to be inconſiſtent with, and con- 
trary to our Confeſſion of Faith, we ſhall, in our Reply, ob- 
ſerve the following Method, 1½ We ſhall ſhow, That the 
Errors condeſcended upon are juſtly charged on the Sermons. 
2dly, That they are inconſiſtent with, and contrary to the 
Meſtminſter Confeſſion, and the Scripture-proofs of the Ar- 
ticles referred to; That they are contrary to the excellent 
Laws of this Country, and the Canons of the Church. And, 
34ly, As we go along, ſhall ſhew, that theſe Doctrines are 
founded on the Earl of Shaftsbury's Scheme, and that of 


Libertines, Freetbinkers and Deifts, ſuch as Meſſieurs Col. 


lins, Tindal, Tolland, I bolſton, and the Author of a Book 
intituled, The Independent AM hig. And laſtly, That the 
Lawyers employed by the Appellants have really ſaid nothing 
to the Purpoſe ; have not advanced Arguments, but Raillery 
and Buffoonry ; that they have ſlyly waved the pinching Diffi- 


culties, and have, in a very unmanly and unfair Way, colour- | 
ed and guilded over the Poiſon contained in the Paſſages e- 


cepted againſt. 


Tux firſt Article of the Presbytery's Charge, is the re. 
ſtricting and confining the Magiſtrate's Power of puniſhing Of. 


fenders, to theſe Crimes that are committed againſt our 


.Neight 


! Las 1 


he Z Neighbour ; whereas our Confeſſion extends the Power of 
Z Magiſtrates to the puniſhing of Blaſphemies, Hereſies, Breach 
of Sabbath, and other abominable Sins againſt the firft Table 
of the Law: This Error is in ſo many Words aſſerted, Refor. 
Serm. p. 29. There is one Caution which ſeems to me to 
"_ be of ſuch Importance, that I hope you will forgive me it I 
ge. cannot but put you in Mind of it. namely, the Method 
of of puniſhing Offenders, is to be confined to ſuch Crimes of 
| the Vitious, as are hurtful to Others about them, or diſturb 
the Peace of human Society.” Theſe Crimes he calls in 
P. 30. Matters of Wrong or wicked Lewdnefs, by which 
he tbeir Neighbours are injured, or their natural or civil Rights 
yo are invaded. Here the Doctor agrees exactly with the Pro- 


ra poſal of Mr. Collins the Deiſt, in his Scheme of Literal 
inte Fropbech, p. 432, 433. Nothing but the Law of Nature, 
5 the obſerving, whereof is abſolutely neceſſary to Society, and 
on. what can be built thereon, ſhould be enforced by the San- 


ob. Cions of Civil Magiſtrates, ( here is the confining Methed 
the the Doctor. ſpeaks of ) which Law will then be beſt under- 
ſtood, beſt eſtabliſned, and beſt executed, when it is not 

® propoſes to eſtabliſh any Thing elſe, or to puniſh Men for 
Az. he Breach of any "Thing elſe ; this Propoſal lays the feweſt 
Reſtraints upon Liberty, and beſt ſupports Liberty, without 
a ng, © encouraging Licentiouſncſs.” But as Mr. Zeland, that 
earned Advocate for the Cauſe of Chriſtianity againſt Tindal, 
obſerves, Part 1. p. 341, 342. That this is a Propoſal, that 
the Magiſtrate may eſtabliſh no other Thing but Deiſm; fo 
ook Wis for the Magiſtrate's laying on Reftraints only, on the com: 
« ohio itting of Sins againſt the Religion of Nature. Now, if this is 
thing Error in Mr. Collins, can it be an orthodox Doctrine in 
| this Sermon? This Doctrine the Presbytery judged to be 
Diff. Contrary io the Confeſſion, which extends the Magiſtrate's 
Power to Sins againſt the firſt Table of the Law, and likewiſe 

ſome Acts of Parliament in Scotland ; the Acts of Parlia- 
et referred to by the Presbytery we ſhall ſet down, be- 
Mule the Lawyers have not been pleaſed to give them a Place 
WW their Caſe, probably becauſe they were too much againſt a 
e te. Cauſe they have undertaken to defend. Cha. II. Parl. 1. 


b 90 ap. 21. Whoſoever ſhall rail upon, or curſe Gon, or any 
D * of 


Neight 


un 
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t of the Perſons of the Bleſſed Trinity, and obſtinately con- 
© tinue therein, if found guilty, ſhall be puniſhed with Death.” 
And Will. and Mary, Parl. 1. Seſs. 5. Cap. 11. Whoſo* © 
ever in Diſcourſe or Writing, ſhall deny, impugn or quarrel, 
argue or reaſon againſt the Being of Gop, or any ot the 
' ® Perſons of the bleſſed Trinity, or the Authority of the Scrip- 
* tures, or the Providence of Gop, are to be puniſhed for the 
* firſt Fault with Impriſonment, ay and while they give public 
Satisfaction in Sackcloth to the Congregation within which 
* the Scandal was committed. For the ſecond Fault, the De- 
* linquent ſhall be fined in an Year's valued Rent of his real 
* Eſtate, and the twentieth Part of his free perſonal Eſtate 
© belides his being impriſoned, ay and while he make Satisfac- 
* tion, ut ſupra. And for the third Fault, ſhall be puniſhed 
as an obſtinate Blaſphemer, with Death“ And accordingly 
dne Aikenbead was hanged for this Crime between Leith 


. an. g 
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and Edinburgh. From theſe Laws it is plain, that the Power 7 
of the Magiſtrate in puniſhing of Crimes, is extended to Bla- 
phemies and Hereſies: There are two mentioned in the Act, 
, the denying of any of the Perſons of the Bleſſed Trini- 
ty, and the Authority of the Scriptures, which may be com- © 
mitted, without injuring our Neighbour in his natural or civil 1 
Rights. Now, with what Countenance could the Presbytery 1 
be for concurring with a Call to One, who has preached Doc- u 
trine contrary to our Laws, and ſubverſive of, or confiningg 


the Magiſtrate's Power of inflicting Puniſnments on ſuch Of: 
fences. Again, this Doctrine is contrary to Confeſſion, Chap. 
23. $ 3. The Civil Magiſtrate hath Authority, and it is his , 
© Duty to take Order, that Unity and Peace be preſerved in 
* the Church, that the Truth of Gop be kept pure, that all 


© Blaſphemies and Hereſies be ſuppreſt, &c.” The Com- 
pilers of the Confeſſion have adduced a great many Texts of I 
Scripture for proving this Article, we ſhall only mention two: 1 
The one is for ſuppreſſing of Blaſphemies, Lev. xxiv. 10. « 


And the Hraelitiſb FYoman's Son blaſphemed the Name * 
of the LORD, and they brought bin unto Moſes. Ver. 16. fe 
He that blaſpbhemeth the Name of the LORD, ſball ſure: 

ly be put to Death, and all the Congregation ſhall certain 1 
ly flene bim, The other Text is to prove, that the Magi- 


A 
ſtrate 


* 3 
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- : firate ought to be careful to puniſh Hereſies, Deut. xiii. 5. 

5 And that Prophet or Dreamer of Dreams ſball be put to 

1 1 Death, becauſe he hath ſpoken to turn you away from the 
8 F 


LORD your GOD. which brought you out of the Land of 
Egypt, and redeemed you out of the Houſe of Bondage. 

The Lawyers pretend to give an Anſwer, and a long one 
k too, from p. 14 ——22. But it will be noticed, that they art- 


h fully jumble in a great many Things on this Article (Which na- 
7 turally belong to the ſecond, and which we ſhall conſider when 
a1 Ve come to it) which they do to divert the Atrention of the 
Judges and Readers, knowing that the making a direct Reply 
2 would have betrayed their Weakneſs, and ſnall now make a 
* _ Reply to what is advanced on this firſt Article. And, 
C If, As to his Agreement with Foolſton, Collins and | 
| *Tindal, they ſay, p. 21. That theſe Books were publiſhs 
1 ** ed long before Mr. Viſparts Sermons.” We anſwer, 
a7 That they were publiſhed but a few Years before them, 
and the Doctrines impugned by them and others of that | 
nM” Stamp, were the reigning Diſpute at that Time; but ſup- 
” poſe they had been publiſhed 500, nay 1000 Years ago, does 


| this ſhow in the leaſt that he does not agree with them? And 
have we not juſt now made his Agreement with Collins on 
the Power of the Magiſtrate in puniſhing of — very 
ns evident? 


„ 
—— — —— — — 


— — 


2.2. IN p. 19. L. 21. they ſay, That the Author of theſe 


his * Sermons in the Paragraph quarrelled, ſeems not to have had 
mn in his Eye to aſſert any Thing, either concerning the Power | 
all of the Civil Magiſtrate, or concerning the puniſhing of er- | 
m. roneous Opinions.” As to the former, that the Doctor had 
of it not in his Eye to aſſert any Thing concerning the Power of | 
* the Civil Magiſtrate in the Paragraph, it is moſt aſtoniſhing, 


when he ſays in it, That the Power of puniſhing Offenders, is 

we * be confined to ſuch Crimes of the Vitious as are hurt! 

©, o others about them; Will the Appellants ſay, that the Civil | 
1 Migiſtate is not here meant? Who elle can be the ON 0 

this Power? or will they maintain, that the Civil Magi 


a ad hemſelves are not inveſted with ſuch a Power: kc + 3 
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true, that the Doctor addreſſeth himſelf to the Societies for 
Reformation, who indeed are not all Civil Magiſtrates, they 
have not the Power, as ſuch, of puniſhing Offenders, they are 
the Informers and Delators, and ought to be the Complainers 
and Proſecutors likewiſe : But it the Magiſtrates Power is to 
be confin'd to the Crimes of the Vitious againſt our Neigh- 
bour, the Societies will have little to do, who, by confining 


the Magiſtrates Power to theſe Crimes, will have no Occaſion 


to inform or proſecute thoſe that are Offenders againſt the 
ficſt Table. And then as to Crimes committed againſt 
the ſecond Table, whereby our Neighbour is injur'd in his 
natural or civil Rights, the Perſons thus injur'd can have Re- 
paration; the Law is open, they need but complain, and Juſtice 


Will be done them; ſo that really, according to the Doctors 


Opinion, the Societies will be altogether uleleſs for bringing 


Delinquents to condign Puniſhment 3 they lay, P. 19. J. 23. 


That the Doctor is not ſpeaking concerning the Puniſhment 
of erroneous Opinicns. Is this an Anſwer, when the Pres- 
bytery's Charge is, That the Doctor, by confining the Magi- 
ſtrates Power, as above, doth deny him the power of puniſh- 
ing Hereſies? Nay, the Appellants manifeſtly contradi& them- 
ſelves in the moſt palpable Manner that can be; for in P. 21, 
. 25. they ſay, It is evident that Mr. 7/7ſhart prompts and 

invites the Society to which he was preaching, to interpoſe 
for puniſhing, by the Civil Power, all Opinions hurtful to 
human Society. Firſt, they ſay, he had not erroneous O- 
pinions in his View, and again, that he is prompting the So- 


ciety to interpoſe for the puniſhing of them, 


3. The Presbytery had charged the Sermon, with denying | 


the Magiſtrate's Power in puniſhing of Blaſphemies; to this 
they anſwer, p. 17. I. 13. That Blaſphemies may certainly 
be puniſhed, becauſe Blaſphemy is a Crime, whereby the 
© Peace of human Society is diſturbed ;* And p. 19. J. 1. 
© Thoſe who openly deny the Being of a GOD, and of any 
* of the Perſons of the Holy Trinity, or openly i impugn the 
Divine Providence, may be lawfully puniſhed, becauſe ſuch 


© DoRrines have a natural Tendency to diſturb the Peace of 


human Soxiety ; for the Belief of a GOD and Providence, | Is 
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* is the very Baſis upon which all Government ſtands; and 
© therefore the ſubverting of theſe Principles, is an undermin- 
ing of all Government, which muſt occation the greateſt Di- 
* ſturbance to the Peace of human Society; beſides, the main» 


4 taining of ſuch Doctrines is moſt injurivus to every one in 


Society, becauſe thereby all Regard to Oaths is deltroyed, 


F without which we could never be ſecure ot our Lives or 
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Properties. Here we obſerve that the Appellants yield, 
that the Blaſphemies in denying the Being ot a GOD and Pro- 
vidence, which had been mentioned in the forecited Act of 
Parliament, are puniſhable by the Magiſtrate, tor good Rea- 
ſons aſſigned by them: But then, when they repeat theſe Req- 


| ſons, they cautiouſly keep out the denying of any of the Per- 


ſons of the bleſſed Trinity, and likewiſe the Authority of the 
Scriptures, both which had been mentioned as Blaſphemies in 


the forecited Ad, as puniſhable by the Judge; becauſe they 


know very well, that the Deiſt.r, tho* they deny thele Doc- 
trines, and the Arians and Socinians, who deny the proper 
Deity of our Saviour, and of the Holy Ghoſt, yet they do 
not diſturb human Society; though they do this openly in the 
Books which they have publiſhed. Again, is there not ſome 
Art in leaving out of the Enumeration, which we have in the 
Act of Parliament, the impugning or denying the Authority of 
the Scriptures? For they know, that the Deiſts in their Writ- 
ings, deny the Authority of all the Books both of the Old 
and New Teſtament, and that the Fews deny the Authority 
of all the Books of the New Teſtament, and yet neither the 
one nor the other diſturb the Peace of human Society, nor 
undermine Government, but value themſelves as being peace- 
able Subjects; ſo that the Appellants really are not for the 
Magiſtrates puniſhing of ſuch Blaſphemies as theſe two, (lo 
theſe are ſtiled by the ſaid Act of Parliament.) Thus they are 
indeed conſiſtent with the Doctor; and they are periwaded 
(it would ſeem) with the Doctor, that theſe Doctrines, pub- 


= lckly maintained in their Writiags, do not injure our Neigh- 
bour in his natural or civil Rights: So that they ſtill yield 
with the Doctor, that blaſphemous Opinions, vented and ſpread 
min Books, are not to be puniſhed by the Civil Magiſtrate * 
(tho they do never ſo much Evil, by corrupting the Prin- 
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ciples of Men) if they do not lead to Crimes of wicked 
Lewdneſs, whereby our Neighbour's Rights natural or civil 
are invaded: And thus they plainly yield the Cauſe, and ad- 
mit the Charge we had brought in this Article againit the Ser- 
mons. 


4. Wren the Doctor confines the Magiſtrate's Power of 
puaiſhing Offenders, to thoſe Crimes that are hurttul to our 
Neighbours, and injurious to their natural or civil Rights, the 
Presbytery judged, that this Doctrine deptives, or will not al- 
low the Magiſtrate a Power of puniſhing Hereſies, whereby 
our Neighbour's natural or civil Rights are not injured. 
This the Presbytery maintains is contrary to the Conteſſion 
in the forecited Article, where it is ſaid, © That the Civil Ma- 
« giftrate hath Authority to ſuppreſs all Hereſies. Now it is 
certain, there are ſeveral Hereſies, ſome of which we have 
mentioned already, which do not diſturb the Peace of humane 
Society, and yet the Confeſſion aflerts, That the Magiſtrate 
hath Authority to ſuppreſs all Hereſies. This being a pointed 
Charge; what is it that the Appellants do to take it off? Do 
they any other Thing than miſrepreſent the Presbytery, as 


holding, That they are for puniſhing Men for Matters of | 


Opinion, p. 20. l. 28. as if we held that all ſuch were Here- 
ſies? Again, that we maintain, That any Opinions in Reli- 
gion, contrary to theſe that are received into our Standards, 
however innocent or harmleſs they may be in themſelves, 
are to be puniſbed, p. 16. I. 36. as it the Presbytery had 
confounded harmleſs Opinions with Herefies ; and that every 
Opinion differing from theirs, they beld it did deſerve to 
be dun hed by the Civil Magiſtrate, p. 19. l. 14. as if the 
Presvytery had aſſerted, that they were infallible. And 2 
gain, That they bold Matters of private Opinion are to be 
puniſbed, p 21. 1. 36. as if they taught, that the Civil Ma- 
giſtrate could know the Hearts and Thoughts of Men. A- 
gain, that we have aſſerted, that Governors have an unit» 
mited Kight of puniſhing in all Matters of Opinion, p. 21. 
1. 22. and that all Errors in Opinion are to be puniſhed 
ith Inſtruments of Blood, Torture and Death, p. 17.1. 24. 
Next, when they have busked up the Presbytery in ſuch 2 ri- 

diculous 
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for Matters of Opinion? 


| 1 


diculous Dreſs, they fall upon them with a Shower of 
Queſtions: Will the Presbytery maintain this ? p. 16. 
ill any Chriſtian or Proteſtant pretend to defend ſuch a 
Propoſition as that? p. 17. And gain in tae lame Page, 
Did ever the moſt Bigotted inthe Church of Rome main- 
tain a more abſurd and monjirous Tenet? And p. 20. 
Would the Presbytery bave any diſſenting Minſter in a 
diſſenting Meeting, to give an Advice for puniſhing Men 
Had the Appellants forborn the 
foreſaid Mi{repreſentations, there had been no Occation for 


any of theſe Queſtions, but only for this plain One, hat is 
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it that the Presbytery would bave the Civil Magiſtrate 


to puniſh, beſides Crimes whereby our Neighbour ts 


XZ znjured in his natural or civil Rights? The Presby- 


tery's Anſwer would have been in the Words of the Ar- 


ticle charg'd in the Sermon, that they would have the Ma- 


giftrate's Power of puniſhing to extend to Blaſphemies, He- 


reſies, Breach of Sabbath, and other abominable Sins a- 
*® gainſt the firſt Table, ſince he is utriuſque tabulæ cuſior & 
” index. Nay, they would have made a Diſtinction too, as to 


the Puniſhment of Hereticks, that theſe who are the prime Se- 
ducers, and the Authors and Spreaders of Hereſy deſerve 
more ſeverely to be puniſhed, than thoſe who are ſeduced 
and infected; and this is what A, determines, when he 
ſays, Deut. xiii. 5. That Propbet or Dreamer of Dreams 
ſhall be put to Death, becauſe he bath ſpoken to turn you 
away from the LORD your 60. The LXX have it 


XZ ear, to err from the LORD your GOD, wiz. by 


| «Fog 


teaching them theſe Hereſies, taat there are other Gods than 


FP” the GOD ot 1ſrael, and that theſe are to have divine and re- 
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dkeſſed them up as they had 2- Mind, they fall a declaiming, 


EZ ligious Adoration paid unto them; ſuch feducing and here- 


tical Prophets, by Moſes's Law, were to be puniſhed with 
Death: And if the Chriſtian Magiſtrate inclines to be leſs 


= ſevere, he has other Puniſhments to inflid, as Baniſhment, 


Impriſonment, and the like, whereby they may be hindered 


from corrupting the Principles and Morals of the People, their 
Subjects, to the Perdition of their precious Souls. 


Again, 
when the Appellants have miſrepreſented the Presbytery, and 


and 


( 32. ] 

end in a Tranſport pour out a Flood of miſplac'd Rhetorick, 
and ſay, H. 21. This is a good Popiſh Doctrine for hanging 

* and baniſhing every Proteſtant, for whipping Diſleaters into 
the Church of England, laſhing Epiſcopals into Kirks in 
Scotland; this is ſpiritual and oppreſſive Tyrany; to this 
* the Sufferings and Martyrdomes of many are owing: And | 
* what not? But all this and much more is ſpent upon a Crea- 
ture of their own Imagination, but can never be applied th 
'a Presbytery, holding that the Magiſtrate's Power of punith- 
ing extends to Hereſies; and p. 15. J. 12. they have the fol- 
lowing Paſſage, Surely the Presbytery will not pretend, that 
* every Opinion, different from ours, deſerve Puniſhmert 
( ſurely we do not) they can only plead for puniſhing no- 
* torious Hereſies, ſuch as are contrary to the eſſential Prin- 


* ciples of Chriſtianity, the Denial of which is moſt hurtful 1b 
others in the moſt tender Part. the Concerns of their Souls, 
Now, the Author of theſe Sermons has ſaid nothing againſt 


© this, he admits, that whatever is hurtful to Others may be +. 
* puniſhed ; only he has not determined, nor did it ly in his 


Way, what Opinions are hurtful to Others“ This Paſſage E 


now cited is ſo ſhuffling, ſo inconſiſtent with, and contradi- 
ctory to itſelf, and other Paſſages in the Caſe, and alſo with 
the Reformation-ſermon, that we believe, when it is laid 
open, it will fill the Synod with Surprize and Aftonitliment, 


and at the ſame Time convince them, that the Lawyers are 


exceedingly pinched, and fore put to it, how to extricate the 
Doctor from the Presbytery's Charge in this Article. Here 
we deſire that it may be remember'd, that the Doctor aſſerts, 
That the puniſhing of Offenders is to be confined to ſuch 
Crimes of the Vitious, as are hurtful to their, Neighbours about 
them. Now, it is certain, Men may be called Offenders, 
when they ſin againſt Gop and the Precepts of the firſt Table, 
as well as when they ſin againſt their Neighbours, and tranſ- 
greſs the Precepts of the ſecond: Now, ſays the Doctor, the 
puniſhing of Offenders, is to be confined to Crimes of the Vi- 
tious, hurtful to Others about them. Ifit is to be confined to 
theſe, then the Magiſtrate muſt not puniſh Offenders againſt 
Gop, by Sins committed againſt the firſt Table, particularly 


Hereſies, whereby Gop may be diſhonoured, and yet out 
Neighbout 


Neighbour is not hurt or injured thereby. This being pres 
miſed, the Lawyers firſt aſſert in the above cited Paragraph, 
That the Pre rbytery can only plead for puniſhing notorious 


Heteſies, ſuch as are contrary to the Principles of Cbriſ- 
tianity. This the Lawyers ſeem to grant the Magiſtrate can 


= puniſh, becauſe, they ſay, that the Denial of theſe is moſt 
= hurtful to Others in the Concerns of their Souls. But are 


theſe Concerns the natural Rights, our Rights as we are Men? 


or our civil Rights, as we are Members of Civil Society? 
* We ſuppoſe, that theſe Concerns are our ſacred and ſpiritual 
= Rights as we are Chriſtians. Beſides theſe notorious Here- 
ſies, are there not notorious Hereſies againſt the Principles 

of natural Religion, as well as of Chriſtianity, as Polytheiſnd, 


the maintaining that there are many Gods, and that all of them 
ought to haye religious Adoration paid to them? But the 
Presbytery alſo plead for the puniſhing of ſuch Hereſies. 


: Now, it would ſeem, that the Lawyers will own this; and 
4 thus they extend the Magiſtrate's Power, while the Doctor 


confines it. Is confining and extending one Thing? Do they 
not furniſh us with quite diſtin& and oppoſite Ideas? 2. The 


Lawyers ſay, that the Author of theſe Sermons admits, 
= tbat whatever is burtful to Others, may be puniſhed. Do 
they underſtand by the Word, whatever, all Hereſies, as 
5. well as all Ctimes againſt our Neighbour? Now, if the Au- 
= thor admits, that all Hereſies may be puniſhed, does not this 
= contradi& the Author, who confines the Power of puniſhing 
to Crimes? Again, the Author confines the Power of pu- 

W niſhing, to Crimes of the Vitious. But may not a Crime in a 


ood Man be puniſhed ? Again, the Author calls the Crimes 
of the Vitious, Matter of wicked -Lewdneſs, and he con- 
fines the Power of puniſhing to theſe. But ſurely, every 


Thing whereby our Neighbour is injured, is not a Crime of 


wicked Lewdneſs; the Doctor confines it to the worſt, but 


= the Lawyers extend it to them all. 3, In the above cited 
== Paſlage they ſay, The Doctor hat not determined, nor did 
it ly in bis Way, what Opinions art burtſul to Others, 


But the Presbytery's Charge was, That the Doctor by the 


4 Paſſage referred to in the firſt Article, did teach ſuch Doc- 
trine, as denies the Magiſtrate a Power of puniſnung bereti- 
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cal Opinions, even tho they are not hurtful to Others about 
us. They ſay, p. 20. I. 7. It doth not appear, that the 
Author bad in Fiew to ſay any Thing concerning Opinions, 
whether they may or may not be puniſhed ; and yet with 
great Inconſiſtency, p. 21. J. 21. they ſay, It is evident, 
that Mr. Wiſhart prompts and invites the Societies to 
which be was preaching, to interpoſe for puniſhing, by the 
the Civil Power, all Opinions burtful to buman Society, 


* 5. Tur Appellants have intirely neglected that Part of the 
Charge that relates to the Breach and Profanation of the Sabbath 
Day, viz. that by the Doctrine of the Reformation-ſermon, the | 
Magiſtrate is not to puniſh that Sin; for it is certain, that that 
Day may be profaned, when the natural and civil Rights of 
our Neighbour are not thereby injured ; for Inſtance, by Mer- | 
chandize, by buying and ſelling on that Day. Now, What 
can be the Reaſon that they have ſaid nothing on this? when | 
our Laws iu Scotland ordain proper Penalties to be inflifted | 
on Tranſgreſſors Fa. VI. Parl. 6. Cap. 6. All Markets, | 
and Fairs are diſcharged on the Sabbath Day; and it is 
' ordained, that no Handy-labour be uſed thereon, under | 
the Pain of 10 s. Scots, nor gaming, playing, paſſing to 
Taverns or Ale-bouſes, the ſelling of Meat and Drink, | 
&c. under the Pain of 20 s. Scots, and this is ratified 
by many ſubſequent Acts of Parliament. What is the Mat- 
ter that the Appellants negle to notice this Partof the Charge? 
Is the Doctor Cocceian in his Principle, and againſt the 
Morality of the. Sabbath ? or is ke ſo charitable to ſuch of that 
Principle, or of worſe Principles, who will not forbear Mer- 
chandize or Handy- labour, C. on that Day, that his Prin- 
ciples are againſt the. Magiſtrate's inflicting a Fine upon them, 
. becauſe their doing this does not injure the natural or civil 
Rights of our Netghbours ? Again, Does not this Principle lay 
2 Foundation for protecting all Profaners of this Day, ſince 
they may do it empune ? Does not this look very ill in the 


Doctor, who had been a Miniſter in Glaſzow for ſome F* 


Tears, a City renown'd' above all others, for what we know, 
for the ſtrict and religious Obſervation of the Sabbath Day? 
Does not Mandeville the Author of the Fable of the *. 
2 wv 


Lu] 


who (tho' he has exerciſed his profane Wit, and imployed his 
Pen to banter and ridicule Religion, and particularly Morality) 
Pol. 1. p. 253. maintains, That the Sabbath Day 1s the 
* moſt uſeful Day in ſeven ; it is ſet apart for divine Service 


: and religious Exerciſe, as well as reſting from bodily La- 


* bour ; and it is a Duty incumbent upon all Magiſtrates, to 


take particular Care of that Day; the Poor more elpecially , 


and their Children ſhould be made to go to Church on it, 


boch on, the Fore and Afternoon, becauſe they have no 


Time in any other. 


Laſtly, LET us enquire how the Appellants have acquit- 
ted themſelves, in ſhewing the Conſiſtence of the quarrelled 
Paſſage of the Sermon with the Confeſſion, p. 17. J. 2. They 
ſay, That it is indeed aſſerted, that the Magiſtrate hath Autho- 
* rity, and it is his Daty to take Order, that all Blaſphemies and 
Hereſies be ſuppreſſed, &5c.” And here they ask ſeveral 
Queſtions : * How is he to do this? Is it by his ſecular Power 


alone? Is it by the Engines of Blood, Torture and Death? 


As to the firſt and third Queſtions, had the Appellants conſi- 
dered the Scripture Texts adduced by the Compilers, particu- 
larly Leu. xxiv. 16, where Moſes ordered the Zlaſpbemer 
to be puniſhed, by ſtoning bim to Death, and Deut. xiii. 5. 
where the beretical and ſeducing Prophet is ordered to be 
put to Death, they would have known what Way Blaſphe- 
mies and Hereſies are to be puniſhed. Again, had they conſi- 
dered the Act of Aſſembly, Anno 1647. Se. ult. concern- 
ing the CXI. Propoſitions, an Act referred to by the Presby- 
tery in their Sentence, they would have known what our 
Church underſtands by the Word Suppreſing in the Article 
of the Confeſſion: There they declare, That the Civil Ma- 
* giſtrate may, and ought to fupprets, by corporal or civil Pu- 
* niſhments, ſuch as by ſpreading Error or Hereſy, or by fo- 
* menting Schiſm, greatly diſhonour GOD, dangeroully hurt 


Religion, and diſturb the Peace of the Kirk; Where it is 


evident, that their Mind was, that the Magiſtrate may and 
ought to do this, even tho theſe Errors and Hereſies do not 
injure the natural or civil Rights of our Neighbonr. Their 
ſecond Queſtion in the ſame Page, Ir the Magiſtrate to 
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ſuppreſs Blaſpbemies and Hereſies by bis ſecular Power 
alone? And upon this they tell us, that our Confeſſion does not 
aſſert this, but that the Method it preſcribes, is in theſe Words, 
Chap. 23. Sed. 3. For the better effecting whereof, he 
© hath Power to call Synods, to be preſent at them, and to 
* provide, that whatſoever is tranſacted in them, be according 
" to the Mind of Gop.” And upon this Clauſe of that Article 
they obſerve, that the Civil Magiſtrate is only to ufe his ſecu- | 
lar Power, as to Matters of Doctrine, according, and in a 
Subſerviency ta what is concluded by the Eccleſiaſtical 
Judges in their Synods. But the Confeſſion does not ſay, | 
only, in\that Caſe, but that for the better effecting, viz. the 
Suppreſſion of Blaſphemies and Hereſies, they have Power to 
call Synods. Now, does this ſay, that the Magiſtrate cannot 
ſuppreſs them, unleſs the Judgment of the Synod be previouſly 
had? Do they think, that becauſe they can do it better, having 
the Synod's Judgment, it being to be ſuppoſed, that they un | 
derſtand better what Opinions are Hereſies, that therefore 
they cannot at all ſuppreſs Hereſies, till that Judgment is ob- 
tained? Or do they think, that the Magiſtrate is not to ex- | 
erciſe his own Judgment in theſe Matters, but to act upon | 
implicite Faith, and to be guided blindly ? Is not this to make | 
him only a Tool to the Synod, to make him their Executioner 
and Hangman, and to do as they bid him? But what ſays this 
to the Purpoſe, tho' it were yielded (as it is not) that he is 
always to puniſh according to what is concluded in Synods ? 
Yet, is not this ſtill a Power to puniſh Hereſies? Further, | 
they would cut off all Power from the Magiſtrate of judging 
of Hereſies, by alledging the third Article of the 31ſt Chap. 
of the Confeſſion. But this they ſaw could not ſerve them, 
till they made an Interpolation in that Article; they cite it 
thus: It belongs only to Synods, miniſterially to deter- 
mine Controverſies of Faitb, and Caſes of Conſcience. But 
to help them out in the Argument, they foiſt in the Word 
only, which being ſo little, they thought would eſcape our Ob- 
ſzryvation. What the Confeſſion aſſerts, is, That the Power 
of determining in Controverſies of Faith is miniſterial; for 
as to the magiſterial and ſupreme Power, they had, Chap. 1. 
Sect, 10. aſſerted, That the Spirit of Gop, ſpeaking in the 

" ? Scrip» 


* Scriptures, is the ſupreme Judge, by which all Controver- 
© ies of Religion are to be determined.” Have they Reaſon 
then to ſay, p. 17. I. 13. That it does not appear to be the 
Doctrine of our Confeſſion, that the Civil Magiſtrate is to 
* puniſh Perſons for Matters of Opinion or Faith, as ſuch ? 
The Meaning of as ſuch, is, that unleſs they are hurtful and 
* injurious to our Neighbour's Rights natural or civil?“ So that 
this is in Effect ſtill to maintain the Opinion charged on the 
Sermons by the Presbytery, and to aſſert, that it is not the 
Opinion of the Confeſſion, that the Magiſtrate ſhould puniſh 
Perſons for Matters of Faith, tho they diſhonour Gop, and 
give unworthy Ideas and Repreſentations of him, unleſs theſe 


are injurious to the ſaid Rights of our Neighbour. Next, 


They add in the fame Page, in the very next Paragraph, Tis 
true, in Chap. 20. Sect. 4. tis ſaid, That Perſons may 
* be call'd to Account, and proceeded againſt (even) by the 
« Power of the Civil Magiſtrate, for publiſhing ſuch erroneous 
Opinions, as are contrary to the Light of Nature, or to the 
* known Principles of Chriſtianity, and are deſtructive to the 
© external Peace and Order.” And here they ſtop with an 
& cetera : But let them ingenuouſly tell why they ſtopt, and 
why they would ſupreſs the very next Words, which CHRIST 
bath eſtabliſhed in his Church, where it is plain, that the Con- 
feſſion maintains, that the publiſhing of erroneous Opinions, 
contrary to the Light of Nature, and the Principles of Chriſti- 
anity, if they are deſtructive of the external Order and Peace 


of the Church, are to be puniſh'd. Now this they ſupprefs, 


becauſe the Doctor had ſaid, that the Power of puniſhing was 
to be confin'd to thoſe Offences or Crimes, which are in- 
Jurious to the natural and civil Rights of our Neighbours : And 
ſure, the external Order and Peace of the Church is not a na- 
tural and civil Right ; this it is not, unleſs that the Lawyers 
will play on Words, and affix a Signification to them, which 
no Body elſe does. And thus we ſee, what a fine Explica- 
tion they give us of this Article of our Confeſſion, as they do 


of the Sermon, even ſuch as is deſtructive of the Text of 


both. 


THE Reverend Synod will now be ſenſible, how the Ap. 
| pellants 
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pellants, or rather their Lawyers, have acquitted themſelves, 
in their Anſwer to the firſt Article of the Presbytery's Ac- 
cuſation. And here we muſt profeſs our Sorrow and Re- 
gret, that Gentlemen of the Gown ſhouid proſtitute their 
Character, in uſing ſuch mean and low, abſurd and unfair 
Ways in a Cauſe, which they could not maintain and defend 
by ſincere and honeſt Means : If to anſwer the Presbytery, 
by yielding the Article charg'd, and to anſwer at the Expence 
of contradifting themſelves, juſt as the Side of the Contra 
dition happens to ſerve their Turn; if to change and miſ- 
repreſent the State of the Queſtion ; if to combate a Thing 
that was never aſſerted by the Presbytery, and to wave that 
to which a Reply was chiefly to be made ; if to interpolate 
a publick Confeſſion of Faith, and to foiſt in and leave out 
Words in it,to make it a Noſe-a-wax,and to make it ſpeak for 
them as they have a-Mind, and to be guilty of manifeſt Shuf- 


fling 3 if, we tay, ſuch Management be to anſwer the Presby- | 


tery, they have done it; but no otherwiſe, 


Second Article of the Presbytery's Charge is in the fol- 


lowing Words, That as he unwarrantably reſtricts the Pow- 


and without a Fear of Man's Judgment in all religious Affairs, 


known and moſt important Articles of Chriſtianity ; ſo that 


© in the Affairs of Conſcience, and in the Trial of Religion | 


and moral Truths, free Scope may be given, not only to Ar- 
* gument and Reaſon, but alſo to Raillery, without any Hazard 
from the ſecular Arm in ſuch Affairs. Concerning this Ar- 
ticle the Lawyers ſay, That there appears to the Appellants no 
Way of finding out how the Presbytery could make ſuch a 
© Gloſs upon ſuch a Text, but by the laudable Rules of 
Interpretation preſcribed by Surenbuſius, namely, by taking 
away Words and Sentences, and changing Words and Sen- 
* tences, by which Methods the Fresbytery have moſt po 
* rouly 


er of Chriſtian Governors, ſo he licentiouſly extends the Li- 
berty of Chriſtian Subjects, by leaving all Men to act impune, 


agreeably to the Light of their own Minds, thereby juſtifying | 
the moſt boundleſs Toleration of Errors in the Chriſtian | 
* Church, and opening a wide Door to Hereticks, openly to | 
* impugn, preach and print what they pleaſe againſt the | 
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Presbytery in Majuſculis. The Appellants may mark both as 


* rouſly made out their Charge from the ſaid Text: And to 
make this obvious to the Eye, as well as to the Underſtand- 
ing of any common Reader, the Appellants have marked in 
Italicꝶ all the Author of the Sermon's own Words upon this 
Subject, and all the Presbytery's Words in Majuſculis, which 
they have thought neceſſary to uſe, in order to make an Ap- 
pearance of a Charge of Error againſt the Author. And 
in the End of that Paragraph promiſe to take Notice © of the 
* Presbytery's Additions, Interpolations and Concluſions, and 
* ſhow that they are groundleſs. This Attack on the Presby- 
tery's Charge is ſo extravagantly and wantonly made, that the 
Reverend Synod cannot miſs to take Notice of it. The Ar- 
ticle is the Presbytery's Charge; this the Appellants ſay, The 
Prejbytery bave made out by adding, interpolating, chang- 
ing and leaving out Words and Sentences : But the Presby- 
tery have done none of theſe, and have no other Way made 
out their Charge than by pointing to the Paſſages in the Sermon, 
where they are to be found. How can it then, with any Ju- 
ſtice, be ſaid, that they add or interpolate, that they change and 
leave out Words and Sentences in theſe few Lines? This Way 


* OY LE 


of interpolating and leaving out, the Presbytery have ſhown to 
be the Method uſed by the Appellants : But we bid them a 
Defiance to ſhew, wherein the Presbytery have followed this 


Method ; this is their own Method, and not the Method of 
the Presbytery, nor of Surenbuſius either; tho' indeed Mr. 
Collins the Deiſt charges him with it; and from him they have 
learned to bring this black and criminal Charge againſt the 
Presbytery : For Surenbuſiurs. in accounting for the Difference 
there is in a great many Paſſages in the New Teſtament from 


the ſame, as they are related in the Old, has followed no other 


Method than other Proteſtant Commentators and Criticks have 
taken; and particularly Dr. Ouen in his learn'd Expoſition of the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews, for anſwering the Argument of Deiſts 
againſt the Authority of the Books of the New Teſtament, ta- 
ken from this Difference. 'The Evidence they bring to ſhew, 
that the Presbytery adds, interpolates, changes, and leaves out 
Words and Sentences, is, that they, the Appellants have marked the 
Words of the Author of the Sermon in Italick, and thoſe of the 


they 
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they pleaſe ; but when they have ſet both down in different Cha) 
racers or Types, they bring noManner of Evidence at all: For 
the undiſguiſed Matter is this, that the Presbytery in the above 
Article lay down their Charge in theſe Words, That he licen- 
tiouſly extends the Liberty of Chriſtian Subjects, by leaving al! 
Men to act impune, and without Fear of Man's Judgment, ii 
all religious Affairs, agreeable to the Light of their own Minds! 
Where is there any Interpolation in theſe Words? He unwar- 
rantably reſtricts the Power of Chriſtian Governors, and he 

licentiouſly extends the Liberty of Chriſtian Subjects; all theſe 
they have marked in Majuſculis, except [Chriſtian Subjects] 
to ſhew, that they are the Presbytery's Words. They are the 
Words of the Charge. And there is no more an Interpolati. 
on here, than if a Man ſhould libel another for treaſonable Ex- 
preſſions he has publiſhed in a Book, and he ſhould ſay in his 
Defence, Sir, you interpolate, you add to iny Words; for the 
Word treaſonable is not in my Book: The Caſes are parallel; 
and it is unworthy of learned Lawyers to trifle after this Man- 
ner ; but here they thought they had a Handle for blackening 
the Presbytery : But we are ſure, this muſt ſet themſelves out 
in very deformed Colours. The next Words in the Article, 
viz. © Thereby juſtifying the moſt boundleſs Toleration of Et- 
*rors in the Chriſtian Church,and opening a wide Door to He- 
* reticks,openly to impugn, preach, and print what they pleaſe, 
* againſt the known and moſt important Principles of Chriſtia- 
* nity, are the Presbytery's Deduction from their Charge: For if 
the Magiftrate's Power is reſtricted, and the People's Liberty is 
extended, as the Charge lays it, does it not natively. and neceſſa- 
rily follow, that this eſtabliſhes a boundleſs 'Toleration of Er- 
'rors? &c. And then as to what follows in the Article; name» 
ly, So that in the Affair of Conſcience, and in the Trial of Re- 
* ligion and moral Truths, free Scope may be given, not only to 
Argument and Reaſon, but alſo toRaillery and Buffoonry, witb- 
out any Hazard from the ſecular Arm in ſuch Affairs. Theſe 
are the Doctor's Words, and the Presbytery brings them as an 
Explication of their Deduction: And now we ſhall proceed to 
make out our Charge, and ſhow firſt, that this Article is to be 
fixed on the Sermon, and that it is there in Words of as ſtrong, 
it not of a ſtronger Signification, And, 2dly,To examine what 
43 
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is brought by the Appellants as an Anſwer to it. And here we 
muſt notice, That as on the former Article they miſrepreſent- 
ed the Presbytery, as charging the Dodor with a great many 
Things as wrong. which indeed are right, and not controvert- 
ed by us, that they might take off the Attention of the Reve- 
rend Synod from that, which is moſt abſurd and erroneous; 
we ſhall! ſhew what is the irue State of the Queſtion, and keep 
the Appellants cloſs to it. 1. The Queſtion between us is not 
whether the Rights of Conſcience and private Judgment, are na- 
tural and unali nable Rights? Nor, 2, Whether Men have a 
Right of making a free and impartial Enquiry for themſelves in 
Matters of Religion, provided that they are honeſt and ſincere 
Enquirers after Truth, and that they do not give themſelves up 
to an unbounded Scepticiſm in Matters of Religion, as Carteſius 
did give himſelf up to univerſal Dubitation in Matters of Philoſo- 
phy? For if this is once done,it will not be eaſy for them to fix 
again on any ſettled Principles, and they are in the greateſt Haz- 
ard of taking up Principles deſtructive of both natural and re- 
vealed Religion; wherefore Modeſty and Humility is necef{z 
ry in ſuch Enquirers: And as Scepticiſm muſt be avoided in 
our Enquiries, ſo a Reſolution muſt not be made againſt the 
embracing of Doctrines in Religion, ſimply becauſe they can- 
not comprehend them: Nor muſt they follow the Courſe of 
other Enquirers, who maintain, that whatever is above our 
Reaſon in Religion is contrary to it: So then the Presbytery is 
not againſt a free and impartial Enquiry afier Truth in religi- 
ous Matters, where Sincerity and Honeſty, Modeſty and Hu- 
mility are its Attendants. Nor, 3. Is it the Presbytery's 
Mind, that if Perſons in their free Enquiries ſhall fall into dan- 
gerous Errors, (where Sincerity, Modeſty, and Humility are 
not the Attendants of them) the Magiſtrate ought to reſtrain 
ſuch Enquiries, provided they keep to themſelves, and within 
their own Breaſts, the Belief of erroneous Opinions that are 
the Reſult of ſuch Enquiries. Nor, 4. Is it the Presbytery's 
Mind, that the Magiſtrate, by his Authority, is to animadvert 
on, and puniſh every, and the leaſt Deviation from the efta- 
bliſhed Religion. Nor, Jaſtiy, That Perſons are not to enquire 
for themſelves in the Affairs of Religion, but that they muſt 
take all Things in Religion _ blind and implicite Faith; 
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None of all theſe did ever enter into the Presbytery's Thoughts, 
nor do they maintain any one of them; and therefore the Ap- 
pellants impertinently digreſs, to ſhew the Abſurdity of them, 
(as if we had aſſerted theſe Things) or to ask us the following 
Queſtions upon them, ſuch as that, p. 16. J. 22. Would it not 
be wrong, under the Pretence of puniſbing Crimes, unjuſt- 
ly to reſtrain Men altogether from the Liberty of enquiring 
for themſelves in the Affairs of Religion? And J. 23. 
Fill the Presbytery maintain the Reverſe of this Propoſiti- 


on, That Eccleſiaſtical Cenſures, and Civil Puniſhments, | 
are to be ſb vigorouſly exerted, that no Perſon is to be al. 


lowed, in the leaſt Degree, to enquire freely for themſelves 
in the Affairs of Religion? And p. 24 J. 24. Does not 


_ Seripture and Reaſon both teach us, that Men bave a na- 
tural Right of enquiring for themſelves in Matters of Re- 
ligion? And J. 27. Will the Presbytery maintain the con- 
trary of this Propoſition, namely, That no Man is to enquire | 
for bimſelf in Matters of Religion, but that he is to take 


them all implicitely and upon Truſt : That be is to be guid- 


ed blindly by bis Teachers in all Matters of Religion, with- | 
out Enquiry and Examination? And p. 25. I. 19. Wilt 
the Presbytery maintain, that there is no ſuch Thing as the] 
Right of Conſcience, and private Judgment in Matter of 


Religion? And J. 22. HU they maintain, that this Right 
ought to be totally ſuppreſt by Fiolence ? And much more to 
the ſame Purpoſe : But to no Purpoſe at all, but to miſrepre- 


ſeat the Presbytery, when they had not given the leaſt Occaſi-Þ 


on: And therefore, ſince we have ſhewed in the above State 
what is not the Queſtion, we proceed to fix the heavy Charge 


25 it is ſtated in the Article, in all the Force of the Words off 


It, upon the Sermon; and for this End we ſhall quote three 
moſt glaring Paſſoges to this Purpoſe, 


Tur firſt Paſſage referred to, Reform. Serm. p. 30. I. i. 
is in theſe Words, And therefore you are careſully to beware, 
that under Pretence of puniſhing Crimes, you do not unjuſt. 
i reſtrain Men from the free Exerciſe of their natural and 
unalienable Right of enquiring for themſelves in Affairs ot 
* Religion, and acting agreeably to the Light of their own 
* Minds, 
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Minds, ſo far as it does not lead them to commit any Mat- 
* ter of Wrong or wicked Lewdneſs, by which their Netgh- 
* bours are injur'd, or their natural or civil Rights invaded: 
And in the ſame Page, Line 20. This, the Doctor ſays, is to 
* be guilty of the greateſt Iniquity and Injuſtice, and to become 
« Perſecutors and injurious, and to be the Ioftruments or Pa- 
* trons of depriving their Fellow-ſubje&ts of their valuable Pri- 
* vileges and Liberties, and infringing their natural and civil 
Rights. From this Paſſage it is plain, Tnat the Doctor at- 
ſerts, 1/?, That Men have a natural and an unalienable Right 
of enquiring for themſelves in Matters of Religion : This we 
own to be a Proteſtant Principle. 24ly, He aſſerts, That 
they having made this Enquiry, have alſo a natural and unali- 
enable Right of acting according to the Light of their own 
Minds, this being the Reſult of the ſaid Enquiry; and if this 
Light leads them to commit any Matter of Wrong or wicked 
Lewdneſs, by which their Neighbours natural or civil Rights 
are invaded, then the Doctor owns, that in that Caſe it ought 
to be reſtrain d: But if they act in Matters of Religion ace 
cording to the Light of their own Minds, when their Neigh- 
bour's Rights, natural or civil, are not injur d, then to reſtrain 
them, according to the Doctor, is unjuſt. Now the Presbyte- 
ry ſhall put the Caſe, ſuppoſing that Perions have been enquir- 
ing for themſelves, and after this Inquiry, come to entertain he- 
retical DoArines, and become Deiſt, or Arians and Socint- 
ans, and vent the ſame, as the Dez/ts do by printing them, and 
the Arians and Sociniany, both by preaching and printing; 
the Deilts print, that the Scripturesare not of Divine Authority: 
Arians and Socinians both preach and print againſt the pro. 
per Deity of the Son and the Holy Gaoſt ; is not this to act a- 
greeably to the Light of their own Mind, obtained by the 
foreſaid Enquiry, and ſo make as free a Profeſſion of theſe 
Tenets, as their Enquiry was? In fo doing they do not in- 
jure their Neighbours in their natural and civil Rights, but are 
peaceable Subjects, friendly and juſt to their Neighbours, love 
them, and do them no Wrong. Now, according to the Do- 


ctor's Divinity, ſuch Perſons muſt not be reſtrained, and he 


cautions the Societies for Reformation to beware of doing it; 
and tells them, that it is the greateſt Iniquuy and Injuſtice, 
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and that it is Perſecution : And now does not the Presby. | 
tery's Charge appear to be juſt, that he licentiouſly extends 


the Liberty of Chriſtian Subjects, in the moſt fundamental Ar- 


ticles of the Chriſtian Religion? And if the Magiſtrates are | 
not to reſtrain, nor the Societies to uſe their Endeavours to 
have them reſtrained from ſpeaking out, preaching and pub» Þ 


liſhing, ſpreading and propagating theſe heretical Doctrines, | 
according to the Light of their own Minds; is not this to ſuf- 


: 


b 


fer them to act impune, and without Fear of Man's Judg- 


ment, and Hazard from the ſecular Arm, in the Affairs of 


Religion? And if they are not to be reſtrained by Puniſh» | 


ments, is not this to plead for a Toleration of them? And if 


they are not to be reſtrained from venting and propagating | 


damnable Errors, according to the Light of their own Minds, 
far leſs ſhould they be reſtrained from other Errors, that are | 


of an inferior Nature, and not ſo dangerous: And thus the 
Toleration will be boundleſs ; if the former are not to be 


checked and controled by the Magiſtrate's Sanction, far leſs Þ 


I ſhall ſubjoin a Paſſage relative thereto, out of a Diſcourſe cf 


ſhould the latter. As to the ſuppreſſing of heretical Opinions, 


a pious Miniſter of this Church (whom the Doctor knew | 
very well) when he was Miniſter of South Leith, Anno 


1702, for ſuppreſſing of Vice, and reforming the Vitious, 
from which we will perceive, he was of a quite other Opinion, 


P. q. he ſays, © We ſhould not ſuffer upon our Neighbour, the 


« yenting of corrupt Principles in Religion, and eſpecially ſuch 
« Principles as are ſubverſive of all Religion, as horrid Athe- 


* iſm, in denying the Being of a God, and horrid Deiſin, inf 


© denying all revealed Religion, and the venting ot Popith, 


* Socinian, Arminian and Quaker Principles, or any Principles 
'* contrary unto, and inconſittent with the fundamental Truths 


* of our holy Religion, or any Principles contrary to clear 
© and plain revealed Truths. And in p. 10, 11. where he is 


ſhowing by what proper Means Chriſtians are to ſuppreſs and 


bear down theſe 'Things , which they are not to ſuffer upon 
their Neighbour, ſays, * When they are obſtinate and im 
pudent in Sin, and ftorm at Reproofs, and deſpiſe Counſel 


aud Inſtruction; then it is a great Kindneſs done to them, to 
try what the Execution * penal „ and the Exerciſe 


* of 
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of Church-diſcipline may do, to recover them out of the 
© Snare of the Devil. Printing of theſe heretical Doctrines is 
one Way of acting, according to the Light of their own Minds; 
and concerning it I ſhall quote a Paſſage, which ſhows, that 
the Magiſtrate ought to reſtrain it by proper Puniſhments, 
becauſe of the great Miſchiefs that follow upon the unte- 
ſtramed Liberty of the Preſs ; I meet with it in a Book in- 
tituled, The Gentleman inſtruct ed, a Book writ by a worthy 
and learned Perſon, who ſeems to have been an Officer of the 
Army, who diſcovers a pious Zeal in a good Caule, the put- 
ting a Stop to the Infidelity and Immorality of the Age; the 
Book has been much «eſteemed, as appears by its undergoing 
ten ſeveral Editions; it is the tenth Edition we make Uſe of, 
in the Preface to the ſecond Part, p. 232. * It is certain, ſays 
be, nothing has contributed more to the Improvement of A» 
* theiſm, than the Liberty ot the Preſs; like Pandora's Bax, 
it has pour d out all the Plagues of Schiſm, that for thoſe 
hundred Years have plagu'd the Nation. And a little below, 
in the ſame Page, The Preſs however is now a Branch 
© of our Property, and a Part of our darling Liberty ; we 
think ourſelves fetter d, unleſs we have the Freedom to ſnarl 
© at the Prerogative, to vomit Blaſphemies agaioſt GOD, and 
to revile Religion and Morality : And then, that our Crimes 
may be immortal, and infe& future Ages, as well as the 
* preſent, they muſt appear in Print, to outface Modefty, and 
* ſtare Virtue, Religion and Obedience out of Countenance,” 
And p. 234. To be ſhort, the Preſs has not only effemi- 
«* nated the Mind, but unprincipled the Underſtanding ; and 
* therefore fitted us for all Diſſolution. A Man without 
* Principle, is a Creature without Reſtraint, he is all Senſe, 
all Beaſt ; in ſhort, all Monſter.” And again, when Men 
act according to the Light of their own Mind, after they have 
exerciſed the Right of Enquiry for themſelves in the Affairs 
of Religion, by venting the foreſaid Errors, printing and pro- 
pagating them to the Diſhonour of Gop, and to the Overthrow 
of Chriſtianity, is the Magiſtrate to beware of reſtraining them ? 
Are not all the forementioned Errors declared to be Blaſphe- 
mies, by the Act of Parliament already cited? And does it 
not order ſuch as are criminal this Way, to be puniſhed as 
| Blaſphe- 


4 —_ - — - * _ 
* . 8 -— 26 ? 
* — 7 2 


L 45 ] 

Blaſphemers? Shall the Civil Magiſtrate, who derives his 
Authority and Power from Gop, do nothing for reſtraining 
the Infults upon his Honour, and the blaſpheming of his bleſſed 
and ſacred Name? Or is the Doctor, of Opinion with the 
Independent Whig, Vol. 2. No. ift. where he ſays, That 
© he cannot imagine how any Man can commit Blaſphemy, a 
© Man that knows not, can't ſpeak Evil of a Being whom he 
* knows to be bleſſed and beneficent, the Author and Giver of 
all Good, with whom no Evil can dwell. And a Man 
* who knows him not, and reviles him, does theretore revile 
© him, becauſe he knows him not; he therefore puts the Name 
* of God to his own Miſapprehenſions of Gor. This is ſo 
far from ſpeaking Evil of the Deity at all, that it is only 
* ſpeaking Evil of a wild Idea of a Creature of the Imagina- 
© tion, and exifting no where but there: And p. 15. If we 
* defame ſomething which we take for Gop, but which is not 
Gad, the true Gop cannot be diſpleaſed with an Indignity 
offered to a falſe God. Men in Deſpair, who no longer 
expect Mercy, do ſometimes tack terrible Imprecations to 
© his Name, and in Words are Blaſphemies, but they are fo 
only ia Words,” But has not a Man in Deſpair a true Ap- 
prehenſion of Gop, when he conceives of him as one that has 
an irreconcileable Hatred of Sin, and that cannot behold it but 
with Abhorrence, and that he is a jealous GOD, and that 
He will by no Means clear the Guilty, and that He is a 
conſuming Fire to the impenitent Workers of Iniquity ? 
Now, when one upon theſe Views of Gop, breaks out into 
terrible Imprecations, is thereno more in this than Blaſphemy 
in Words? The former Views we ſuppoſe the Doctor may 
think to be inconſiſtent with his View of him, in his Charity- 
ſermon, p. 17. The moral Perfeftions of GOD may be 
all ſummed up in this one View, the moſt perfect Good. 
neſs, regulated inits Exerciſe by the moſt conſummate and 
unerring Fiſdom. But of this more afterwards. 


WHAT remains to be ſaid further on this Head, is to ſhew, 
that this extenſive Liberty maintain d in the Sermon, is con- 
trary to the Confeſſion, Chap 23. S 3. The Civil Magiſtrate 


hath Authority, and it is bis Duty to take Order, ** the 
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Truth of GOD be kept pure and intire. But how can be 
do this, if he cannot reſtrain the Corruptions of it? And 
Chap. 20. Sect. 4. And for publiſhing ſuch Opinions 
(this is acting agreeably to the corrupt Light of their own 
Minds) or maintaining ſuch Practices, as are contrary te 
the Light of Nature, or to the known Principles of Chriſti. 
anity, whether concerning Faith, Worſhip or Converſation, 
or to the Power of Godlineſs ; or ſuch erroneous Opinions 
or Practices, as either in their own Nature, or in the Man- 
ner of publiſhing (by which are meant preaching and printing) 
are deſtructive to the external Peace and Order which 
CHRIST bath eſtabliſhed in the Church, they may be laws- 
Fully call'd to an Account, and preceeded againſt by the 
Cenſures of the Church, and by (N. B.) the Power of the 
Civil Magiſtrate. As for the Scripture Texts annex d to this 
Article, I ſhall only mention one, Ezra, Chap. vii. 26. where 
Artaxerxes the King, in his Letter, charging Ezra and others, 
the Magiſtrates and Judges, makes a Decree, That whoſoever 
will not do the Law of thy GOD, and of the King, let Judg- 
ment be executed ſpeedily upon bim, whether it be unto 
Death, or unto Baniſhment, or to Confiſcation of Goods, or 
to Impriſonment. And that this was not an unjuſt Reſtraint, 
is evident from Ezra's Approbation of the royal Decree, and 
his Sentiments, that Gop had inclin'd the Heart of the King to 
this; for Fer. 27, be ſays, Bleſſed be the LORD GOD 
of our Fathers, which hath put ſuch a Thing as this into 
the King's Heart, to beautify the Houſe of the LORD. 
The Obſer vation of the pure Worſhip of the true Gop was 
the great Beauty and Glory of that Houſe. | 


Tax ſecond Paſſage in the Sermon, which the Presbytery 
refers to, for the Proof of the Charge contained in the ſecond 
Article, we have it Ref. Serm. p. 30, 31. There is one 
great Bleſſing, which all good Men have ground to rejoice 
in, that the Principles of Liberty, and the Rights of Con- 
* ſcience, and private Judgment (he means in Matters of Re- 
gion, as is plain from the preceeding Part of this Paragraph 
* of the Sermon) are better underſtood, and more regarded 
* than (for any Thing 1 know) they have ever been in for- 

* mer 


mer Times; and I believe I may adventure to ſay no leſs, 
* if not more, in Great Britain, than in any other Country 
* under the Sun, while this Happineſs continues among us, as 
* I hope it will continue, ſpread and grow, eſpecially under the 
Protection of a Government, which in the making of Laws, 
and the Adminiſtration of Juſtice, acts with ſuch a ſacred 
" Regard to theſe Rights. 'Tho' this Proof is cited by the 
Appellants, in their Caſe, p. 23. yet they no more attempt to 
remove the Strength of it, than if no ſuch Thing had been 
referred to. Here the Doctor is ſpeaking of the Principles of 
Liberty, the Rights of Conſcience and private Judgment, and 
of the Light of Mens Minds, got by the Exerciſe of theſe 
Rights, in inquiring for themſelves in the Affairs of Religion; 
this, he ſays, is a very great Bleſſing, nay, a Happineſs, 
which he not only wiſheth may continue, but ſpread (no 
doubt to North Britain, as well as South Britain) that his 
native Country may partake of it, nay, that other Parts of the 
Chriſtian World may enjoy it alſo ; and,as if enough of it was 
not poſſeſſed already, he wiſheth that it may grow. Now, this 
is what the Presbytery calls extending Liberty licentiouſly, 2 
boundleſs 'Toleration, and the opening a wide Door to all 
Hereticks ; and here we may take in the unbounded Liberty 
of the Preſs, which the Author of the Gentleman inſtructed 
calls, a Branch of our Property, and a Part of our darling Li- 
berty ; and becauſe, the Doctor ſays, all good Men have Reaſon 
to rejoice in it, we ſhall name him ſome good Men, ſome 
of them better than others, who rejoice in it. A great Num- 
ber of the Diſſenters in England do indeed rejoice in it, 
who have no legal Eſtabliſhment, as the Author of a Defence 
of the Scripture, as the only Standard of Faith, in anſwer to 
a Preface before a Collection of Confeſſions, p. 97. © Sup- 
* poſe it were the Faith of all Chriſtendom (as I believe in 
* Time it will be) that no human Forms ought to be the 
Standards of Truth and Orthodoxy." But there are others 
of a worſe Complexion, we mean the Deiſts and Free-'Think- 
ers, wich whom the Doctor agrees in this Part of their 
Scheme, almoſt in their very Words. Mr. Toland, that no- 
torious Apoſtate and Deiſt, in his Origines Fudaice, p. 153. 


Nec enim idem erat, &c, i, e. There was not the ſame 
- Kind 
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* kind of Worſhip of the Gods in every County and Province, 
« becauſe, as Diodorus obſerves, a certain very wile Prince, 
« who was greatly intent upon the ſettling of the Peace ot his 
© Kingdom, introduced a Hotch-potch or mungrel Religion 
* ( leaſt the Egyptians at any Juncture ſhould form a Conſpi- 
© racy againſt him) ſuch as that Toleration- of all Secs, 
which to happily takes with the Engl:fh and Dutch, and 
* which for good Reaſons, I divine, will for the future turn 
out to their greater Happineſs. There is another of the 
Doctor's good Men who rejoices in this very great Bleſſing, 
The independent Ii big, cf the fame Stamp and Complexion 
with the tormer, ol. 1. N. 44. His Majeſty King George 
began his Reign with a noble Declaration for Toleration; 
he allows his Subjects to have a Right to a Religion, and 2 
* Conſcience ; the Proſecution commenced by a high Church 
* Frieſt againſt honeſt V hiſton fell, and the Promoter is de- 
* feated of all Hopes of getting his Charges by a Biſnhoprick. 
© — Some penal Laws have been repealed, wherein our 
* truly Chriſtian Prelates had, to their immortal Honour, their 
* Share, Liberty of Examination and Debate ( which is the 
* moſt facred of all Principles, as it is the ſole Fountain of all 
common Senſe, Truth and true Chriſtianity (N. B.) grows 
upon us; a Majority of diſſenting Miniſters, aſſembled in a 
* Synod, declared ior the Bible, which was never done by any 
* Synod of Prieſts, who have always endeayoured to eſtabliſh 
their own, or ſome other human Authority. 


Taz Reverend Synod will now judge, if the Presbytery 
wronged the Doctor, by explaining his very great Bleſſing and 
Happineſs, when they charged him with extending Liberty li- 
centiouſly, to the juſtitying of a boundleſs Toleration. Do 
the Appellants either explain or defend this Paragraph of the 
Sermon? No, it will require the Doctor's ſupereminent De- 
gree of Learning to explain it in any other Senſe, than the 
Presbytery bas done, without putting a Force upon the Text; 
but we are of the Opinion, that the torementioned good Men, 
with many others extend the Toleration granted to Prote- 
Nant Diſſenters, further than the Law deſigned it, becauſe 
Arians and Socinians skreen themſelyes under the general 
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Denomination of Proteſtant Diſſenters: For the Act of 
Parliament Anno 1710. Anne Reg. Pol. 2. Seſſ. 2. p. 467. 
makes the following Reſtriction, Provided, that neither this 
Act, nor any Clauſe, Article, or Thing therein contained. 
* ſhall extend, or be conſtrued to extend, to give any Eaſe, 
Benefit or Advantage to any Papiſt, or Popiſh Recuſant 
* whatſoever, or to any Ferſon that ſhall deny in his preach- 
ing and writing the Doctrine of the Bleſſed Trinity. Now, 
here is a Reſtriction upon acting agreeably to the Light of a 
great many in this preſent Age of Infidelity, viz, their deny- 
ing in teaching or writing the Doctrine foreſaid. Does the 
Doctor wiſh, that the Happineſs of Liberty ſhall grow to the 
taking off the ſaid Reſtriction ? Beſides, none can have the 
Benefit of the Toleration in South Britain, but ſuch as ſhall 
ſubſcribe the 39 Articles, the firſt of which is, * And in the 
Unity of the Godhead there be three Perſons of one Sub- 
* ſtance, Power and Eternity, the Father, the Son, and the 
© Holy Ghoſt.” Now, notwithſtanding of the foreſaid Act, and 
a Subſcription to this Article, the Arians and Sorinians de- 
ny the proper Deity of the Son and the Holy Ghoft, and take 
the Benefit of the Toleration, which was not intended for 
them, even tho' the Act expreſlly provides, that it ſhall not be 
conſtrued4o extend to them. By this we have a Proof, that 
they are not very honeſt and ſincere, however moral they may 
be in other Reſpects. As for us, we pray, that ſuch Liberty 
may not ſpread nor grow. The Appellants, to ſcreen the 
Doctor, ſuppreſs the true and fair State of the Queſtion, p. 25. 
J. 6. Does the diſſwading from an unjuſt Reftraint in this 
Liberty (they would have ſaid, of this Liberty) prohibit any 
« juſt or rational Reſtraints, that may be proper to be uſed 
* upon any neceſſary Occaſion, or when it leads Perſons to do 
Matter of Wrong, either to Society in general, or to their 
* Neighbours in particular: for they leave out a few Words 
which the Doctor had tacked to the laſt Sentence, namely, in 
their natural or civil Rights ; beſides, the Doctor had been in 
that Paragraph ſpeaking of enquiring and acting in Affairs of 
Religion. Now, the Presbytery's Charge was, That the 
Doctor confined the Magiſtrates Power of Puniſhment to 
Crimes againſt our Neighbour ; and conſequently, to extend 
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it to heretical Dodtrines, whereby Gop is diſhonoured, and 
the Chriſtian Religion is undermined, is, according to the 
Doctor, an unjuſt Reſtraint on the Right of enquiring and 
acting according to the Light of their own Mind, even tho! it 
be erring and miſinformed. Preaching and printing againſt 
the proper Deity of Chriſt, and the Holy Ghoſt, do not at- 
fe& the natural or civil Rights ef Societies; when Perſons do 
theie, they act agreeably to the Light of their erring Minds. 
Now, according to the Doctor, it is an unjuſt Reſtraint to puniſh 
theſe, for theſe Actions do not injure the Rights natural or civil, 
either of Societies in general, or of their Neighbours in particular. 


A third Paſſage for Proof of the Charge contained in 
the ſecond Article, we have in Reform. Seri. p. 31: 
* We may hope, that valuable Improvements in all ufeful 
* Knowledge ſhall take Place, while the great Bar againſt a free 
and impartial Enquiry, ariſing from a Regard to worldly 
* Intereſt, and the Fear of Man's Judgment, are removed, and 
* when Truth in Religion and Morality obtains a fair Trial, 
* Reaſon and Argument free Scope, we may expect that Im- 

* poſtures of all Kinds ſhall be more} and more detected, the 
* Kingdom of Darkneſs, which has been chiefly ſupported by 
Methods of Violence, and the Interpoſal of the ſecular Arm 
in the Affairs of Conſcience, ſhall be more and more 
* weakened, falſe Reaſoning, and ill-placed Raillery and But- 
* foonry will not long ſtand the Teſt, but one Time or other 
© expoſe;themſelves; and the Folly and Abſurdity of thoſe ſhall 
more and more appear, who call Evil Good, and Good Evil. 
This Paſſage is an Evidence, that the Sermon licentiouſly ex- 
tends the Liberty of the Subjects in Affairs of Religion, juſti- 
fies an unbounded Toleration, and opens a wide Door to 
Hereticks, io impugn, preach and print againſt the moſt impor- 
tant Principles of Chriſtianity and moral Truths; for he 
ſpeaks of removing the great Bar, ariſing from worldly In- 
tereſt, and a Fear of Man's Judgment, againſt à free and im. 
partial Enquiry. Now, if Men keep the Reſult of this free 
and impartial Enquiry, that is, theſe erroneous Opintons to 


themſelves, worldly Intereſt and Fear of Man's Judgment are 


not Bars; but if Men act agreeably thereto, by preaching and 
printing theſe erroneous Dectrines, and impugn the mm 
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tal Articles oppoſite to theſe Errors, worldly Intereſt and Fear 


of Man's Judgment are indeed Bars; and in no other Senſe 
can they affect Men, but when they act in ſuch an open Man- 
ner. Can we think that the Doctor preached Nonſenſe? For 
did ever any earthly Power claim a Dominion over the ſecret 
and inward Enquiries of Men? For in reſpect of our Fel- 
low-creatures, our 'Thoughts, ſecret Opinions and Enquiries 
are tree ; they come not under the Cognizance of Mortals, 
but only of the ſupreme Being, whoſe Underſtanding is in- 
finite: For if theſe are not propaled, how is it poſſible for 
the Magiſtrate to puniſh them? And if he cannot, where is 
the Fear of Man's Judgment? How can any Danger happen 
to our worldly Intereſt on that Account? 


Fu rTHER, he is for leaving Religion and Morality to a fair 
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Trial, and that Reaſon or Argument may have a free Scope; 


the Explication of a fair Trial, is the giving Reaſon and Argu- 
ment tree Scope. Now, is not this free Scope to be given 
to the Reaſon and Argument of Oppoſers, and Enemies as 
well as to that of its honeſt and ſincere Friends? How can 
this be, but by allowing Diſcourſe and Writing againſt the 


Truths of Religion and Morality ? For how 1s the Trial fair, | 


if the Reaſoning ſhall be only allowed to be on the one Side? 
And conſequently, according to him, there muſt not be ſuch 
Bars, as ariſe from worldly Intereſt, and Fear of Man's 
Judgment, againſt diſputing and oppoſing the Truths or Affairs 
of Religion; and yet the Wiſdom of our Parliament in Scot. 
land ordained, that whoſever ſhall deny, impugn, or quarrel, 
reaſon or argue againſt, not only the Being and Providence 
of Gop, but alſo any of the Perſons of the bleſſed Trinity, 
and the Authority of the Scriptures, ſhall be puniſhed ac- 
cording to the Demerit of the Offence ; ſo that our Parlia- 
ment allows only of publick diſcourſing and Argument on one 
Side as to theſe Doctrines, and will not allow of preaching 
or printing agaiaſt them: But how can there be a fair Trial, 
in the Doctor's Senſe, if there is ſuch a Reſtraint ? Thus it 
is evident, that the Doctor licentiouſly extends Liberty 
in the Affairs of Religion, aud juſtifies a boundleſs Tolera- 


tion, when he is for removing theſe Bars. 
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BuT the Presbytery having laid their Charge againſt the 
Author, that he is not only for giving free Scope to Argument 
and Reaſon, but likewiſe to Raillery and Buftouiry, without 
any Hazard from the ſecular Arm in religious Affairs; The 
Appellants, in anſwer to this, Cafe p. 27. I. 11. tell us, 
That the Author had indeed laid, That Truth in Religion 
and Morality cannot ſuffer from a fair Trial, or allowing 
* Reaſon or Argument free Scope: (and how he has done this, 
we have already ſhown) But the Author has no where ſaid, 
* that Raillery and Buffoonry are to be allowed, without any 
Hazard from the ſecular Arm in ſuch Affairs. But we think 
he has, in ſo far as he is for removing the Bar, ariſing from the 
Fear of Man's Judgment, that the Truth in Religion and Mo- 
rality may have a fair Trial; and tho' this were removed, he 
ſays, Falle Reaſoning, and ill plac'd Raillery and Buffoonry 
* will not long ſtand the Teſt, where Raillery and But- 
* foonry are joined with falſe Reaſoning ;' ſo that all the three, 
according to him, muſt have a Hearing; and in order to this, 
all the three muſt be permitted to be vented by Diſcourſe, or 
writing Or printing; and unleſs they have a Hearing given 
them, how can they be brought to the Teſt? How can we 


know whether they will ſtand the Teſt or no, unleſs they 


have a Hearing? How can it be known that they will ſtand it 
2 long, or a ſhort Time? Again ſince the Doctor pleads, * That 
* the Truths in Religion and Morality muſt ftand a fair Trial, 
* ſo that Reaſon and Argument may have a free Scope; How 
has Reaſon tree Scope, if talle Reaſoning is not co be heard ? 
Nay, by this Means no Arguments at all can be permit- 
ted to be advanced againſt any Truth whatſoever in 
Religion or Morality ; for all Arguments againſt the Truth 
are certainly falſe Reaſonings, however they may be cover'd 
over With the ſpecious and plaufible Appearance of Truth. 
Again, ſince the Doctor is for ſuch a Trial of Truths in Re- 
ligion and Morality, ſo that Reaſon and Argument ſhall have 
free Scope, the Adverſaries to whom he makes the foreſaid 
Conceſſion, will contend, that what he calls Raillery and Buf- 
foonry is ſtrong Reaſon and Argument and Wit, the Pertec- 
tion of Reaſon, and alledge ſtill that Argument has not free 
Scope given unto it, Let the Gentlemen Lawyers with m_ 

W. 


Law, and the Doctor with his ſupereminent Degree of Learn- 
ing, try their Skill here. But indeed the Doctor was not ſo 
dull as our Lawyers, not to ſee this; he placeth falſe Reaſon- 
ing, Raillery and Buffoonry on an equal Footing, as to the 
bringing thera to, and ſtanding of the Teſt; and this is in- 
deed a Part of the Scheme, which is ſo much admired and fol- 
jowed by the Doctor, as is evident from a Paſſage, which I 
ſhall ſet down from the Earl of Shaftsbury's Characteriſticks, 
Fol. 2. p. 19. The ſaving of Souls is now the Heroick 
* Paſſion of exalted Spirits, and is become, in a Manner, the 
chief Care of the Magiſtrate, and the very End of Govern- 


ment itſelf, If Magiſtracy ſhould youchſafe to interpoſe 


thus much in other Sciences, I'm afraid, we ſhould have as 
© bad Logick, as bad Mathematicks, 2nd in every Kind as bad 
* Philoſophy, as we have often Divinity in Countries, where 
© a preciſe Orthodoxy is ſettled by Law. It is a hard Matter 
* for a Goverament to ſettle Wit, if it does but keep us ſober 
© and honeſt ; it is likely we ſhall have as much Ability in our 
* ſpiritual, as well as in our temporal Affairs; and if we can be 
but truſted, we ſhall have Wit to fave ourſelves, when no 
© Prejudice lies in the Way : But if Honeſty and Wit be in- 
* ſufficient for the ſaving Work, it is in vain for the Magiſtrate 
to meddle with it, ſince if he be ever ſo virtuous or wiſe, he 
may be as ſoon miſtaken as another Man. I am ſure the on- 
* ly way to ſave Mens Senſe, or to preſerve Wit at all in 
* the World, is to give Liberty to Wit, Now, Wit can never 
have its Liberty, where (N. B.) the Freedom of Raillery 
is taken away; for againſt ſerieus Extravagancies and ſple» 
* netick Humor, there is no other Remedy than this. 


Tux third Article of the Presbytery's Charge is, That he is 
for removing Confeſſions, and freeing Perſons from Subſcrip- 
tions thereto, and ſuch other great Bars, againſt a free and 


impartial Inquiry ariſing from a Regard to worldly Intereſts : 


For Proof hereof, the Presbytery refers to the following Paſ- 


ſage, Reform. Serm. p. 31. We may hope, that valuable 


* Improvements in all uſeful Knowledge ſhall take Place, 
* while the great Bars againſt a free and impartial Inquiry, 
* ariſing from a Regard to worldly Intereſt, and Fear of * O 
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Judgment, are remov'd.” The Presbytery judg d, that Cott- 
feſſions and Subſcriptions are the great Bars the Doctor has in 
his View, and the ſevefal Acts of Parliament and Aſſembly, 
impoſing Subſcriptions to Confeſſions, on ſuch as would make 
valuable Improvements on all uſeful Knowledge (viz. in the 
Affairs of Religion, for of ſuch he is ſpeaking) becauſe theſe 
ſtake them down to certain Doctrines and Opinions; ſo that 
Reaſon and Argument cannot have that free Scope the Doc- 
tor ſpeaks of, and whom can he mean by the Perſons that would 


| make theſe valuable Improvements, but Minifters, Profeſſors 


of Divinity, and the Inſtructers of the Youth in Univerſities ? 
'This is the Explication the Presbytery did put upon the 
above Paſſage ; and the Appellants have neither confuted 
it, nor have given another of their own, tho' they had 
undertaken to defend, and explain the quarrelled Paſſages 
of the Sermon. This is another Part of the Scheme main- 
tain d by Free-thinkers. Mr. 7/0ol/ton (whoſe Name 
can't be mention'd without Indignation) in his Dedication to 
Dr. Hare Biſhop of St. Aſapb, which is prefixt to his fourth 
Diſcourſe on the Miracles of our Saviour, is of the Doctor's 
Mind, p. 7. If ſuch excellent Prelates (ſpeaking Buffoonry) 
* as Grounds, Hoadly, Swift, Hare, and myſelf, were at 
the Head of Eccleſiaſtical Affairs, what would we do? What 
* ſhould we not do? Would not this free-thinking Age expect 
* from us nothing leſs, than that, according to our Principles, 
* we ſhould endeayour to ſet Mankind at perfect Liberty, and 
£ to lay open the dirty Fences of the Church, called Sub- 
* ſcriptions, which are not only the Stains of a good Conſci- 
* ence, (Dr. #7ſbart thinks they are a Bar or Reſtraint on 
the Rights of Conſcience ) but the Diſcouragement your Lord- 
* ſhip hints at in the Study of the Scriptures,” ( or, in the Doc- 
tor's Words, in a free and impartial Enquiry into religious 
Matters.) And in his Dedication to Dr. Foadly, now Biſhop 
of Fincheſter, prefixt to his fifih Diſcourſe, p. 6. I muſt 
needs ſay to your Lordſhip's Applauſe, that, were not your 
Thoughts unhappily ſhackled with (N. B.) Intereſt and Sub- 
* ſcription, (an Unhappineſs which you ſo ſadly lament) you 
* would endeayour to make as pleaſant Work with the Letter 
* of the Old, as I can do with that of the New Teſtament.” 

| In 


E 0-7 
In the above Paſſages V oolſten repreſents the Unhappinefs of 
Subſcriptions, becauſe theſe ſhackle Perſons in religious Affairs, 
and it is Intereſt that makes Men to Tubmit to them. Now, 
what can be more like our Doctor's Words, that a Regard to 


worldly Intereſt is a great Bar on a free and impartial Enqui- 
ty, and that it is an Unhappineſs he wiſheth were removed? 


TH1s Part of the Charge againſt the Sermons is a Blow a. 
gainſt a Church-eſtabliſhment, not only in Scotland, but in o- 
ther Proteſtant Countries : As to the Church of Scotland, the 
General Aſſembly anno 1690, At 7 Requires all Probati- 
oners and Niiniſters, to ſubſcribe theWeſtminſter Confeſſion 
of Faith. And the Aſſembly anno 1700, Act 11. requires 
them to ſubſcribe the Formula : 'This Formula was ſubſcribed 
by the Doctor himſelt in the Preſence of the Presbytery of E- 
dinburgh, Fanuary 20, 1717, when he was licenſed to be a 
Preacher. The firſt Part of it is relative to Doctrine, declar- 
ing in the following Words, That be ſincerely owns and be- 
lie ves (N. B.) the whole Doctrine contained in the Confeſ- 
fion of Faith, approven by the General Aſſembly of this Na- 
tional Church, and ratified by Law in the Year 1690, and 
Frequently confirmed by diver e Acts of Parliament fince 
thatTime, to be the Truths of GOD ; and ve owns the ſame 
as the Confeſſion of bis Faith. Now, unleſs Perſons ſhall 
ſubſcribe as above, they cannot be admitted, or ordained to the 
Miniſtry, or have a paftoral Charge in any Pariſh ot North 
Britain, and enjoy a Benefice ; here is a Regard to worldly 
Intereſt; and if any Man ſhall afterwards retra& bis Subſcrip- 
tion, he cannot be allowed to continue in the Exerciſe of his 
Function, or have the Benefit of our National Church-eftabliſh 
ment. If after poſterior Enquiries, he ſhall find Reaſon to 
change his Mind, ſo that the Confeſſion ſhall no longer be the 
Confeſſion of his Faith, and publiſh this in Diſcourſe or Writ- 
ing,the competentJudicatories of this Church can,and will turn 
him out of the Settlement he had; and this is the Fear of Man's 
Judgment the Doctor ſpeaks of. But as to the Doctor, he once 
believ'd the whole Doctrine of the Confeſſion, he owned all 
the Doctrines in it to be the Truths of GOD ; but afterwards 
in the Sermon holds, that the ſubſcribing a Conſeſſion is a = 
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againſt making valuable improvements; this is theCaſe with lch 
and yet the Appellants are for bringing him back to Edinburgh 
Where he is to be fettered again, and t5 have the great Bars 4 


' gainſt valuable Improvements laid upon him: Is this betzuſe 


he has had ſuch Time at London io make theſe Improrerhents; 
arid to acquire a ſupereminent Degree of Learning in theſe Mats 
ters, ſo that now he needs no more to be a free aud impartk 
al Enquirer after 'Truth ? | 


Acain, The Doctor by his foreſaid Subſcription; and his 
tenewing it, when he was ordained to the holy Miniftry, hays 
ing publickly own'd the whole Doctrines contaiſi d in our Con- 
feſſion to be the Truths of GOD, did thereby own this to bi 
4 Truth of GOD, That the Civil Magiſtrate bath Autbori- 
ty to ſuppreſ all Hereſies, which is aſſerted Confe/. Chap: 
23. Sect. 3. Again, he own'd this alſo, That the Mag iſtrate 
might by his Power proceed againſt thoſe who publiſhed Opt 
nions againſt the Light of Nature, and the known Principles 
of Chriſtianity, Chap. 20. Sect. 4. but in the Sermon he main- 
tains, that, unleſs it be for Crimes leading to Matters of Wrong 
and wicked Lewdnefs, whereby our Neighbouts natural or ci- 
vil Rights are invaded, the Magiſtrate is not to puniſh ot tes 
ftrain Mens Offences, as to religious Affairs; and that the Poyy: 
er of puniſhing ought to be confin'd to the former, Now; fot 
the Doctor to return to Scotland, to ſubſcribe the Confeſſion 
agaia, that he may be intituled to a Poſt in the Church, and 
have a Claim to the Benefice, we cannot obſerve any Siticerity 
or Candor in this Conduct, but muſt think, that it would be 
2 prevaricating both with G O D and Man. And it is but 4 
miſerable Shift, for one to fly to Jeſuitical mental Reſeryss 
tions, and ſubtile and intricate Diſtin&ions,tor a Defence of futh 
a Practice, who declares himſelf againff all intticate and meta- 
phyſical Doctrines in Religion. 


Tux above Paſſage referred to in the third Article, is 1 Blow 
alſo at ſeveral Acts of Parliament, which the Presbytery poirtt- 
ed at in their Sentence: But the Lawyers; for good Reafons 
known to themfelves, have not thobght fit to notice them in 
the Caſe, The firſt is r William and Mary, _ 4 
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Act 17. Ordaining, * That no Profeſlors, Principals, Regents, 
* Maſters, or others bearing Office in any Univerſity, College, 
* or Shool within this Kingdom, be either admitted, or allow- 
ed to continue in the Exerciſe of their ſaid Functions, but 
* ſuch as do acknowledge and profeſs, and ſhall ſubſcribe to 
the Confeilion of Faith, ratified and approven by this Parlia- 
ment.“ And Seſ; 4. of the ſaid Parliament, Act 22. Or- 
dains, * That no Perſon be admitted, or continu'd for hereafter 
to be a Miniſter or Preacher within this Church, unleſs that 
he — ſubſcribe the Confeflion of Faith, —declaring it to 
be the Confeſſion of his Faith, and that he owns the Doctrines 
therein contain d to be the true Doctrine, which he will ad- 


here to.” Theſe Laws are Bars in the Doctor's View, and 


bind up Profeſſors, Principals, Miniſters and Regents, from 
making valuable Improvements in uſeful Knowledge : For 
why, are they not the proper Perſons from whom ſuch Im- 
provements are to be expected ? 95 


THz Reſtraint laid upon the Perſons foreſaid will evidently 
appear from the Intention of the Impoſers of this Subſcription, 
which is not merely to be a vinculum pacis, but to be a Pro- 
fellion and Declaration of the ſaid Conte ſſion to be the Con- 
feſſion of their Faith, and an owning that the Doctrines there: 
in contain'd are the Truths of GOD, as appears from the fore- 
cited Acts of Parliament and Aſſembly. And this is alſo the In. 
tention of the Subſcribers, as appears from the above Formula 
ſubſcribed by them ; and particularly as to Miniſters and Preach- 
ers: This is evident from one of the Queſtions propoſed to 
them for their Anſwer, when they are licenſed, and ordained, 
wiz, If they do own and adhere to the Confeſſion of Faith, 
and Catechiſins of this Church, and the Doctrines therein con- 
* tain'd, as being founded on, and conſonant to the holy Scrip- 
* cures? We ſee then what are the great Bars laid upon all 


the fore-nam'd Perſons .in the Church, and the Univerſities 


even a Regard to worldly Intereſt, and the Fear of Man's 
Judgment; theſe affect them all: For unleſs they ſhall ſubſcribe 
as above, they cannot have any Right, or Claim to any Bene- 
face, Stipend, or Salary provided by Law, as a Maintenance ot 


Egcouragement to them in their ſeyeral Profeſſions, We muft 


there. 
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therefore pity thoſe who can ſubſcribe Confeſſions, as the Doc” 
tor has done that of /Feſtmin/ter, to be entitled to a Benetice 


in Scotland, and afterwards the Articles of the Church of 
England, to have the Benefit of the Toleration there, and 


enjoy a Stipend, which the Scotiſh diſſenting Congregauon 


at London have bound themſelves, by their Sublcription, to 
pay unto him, we ſay, we pity them, when they can preach and 
print againſt theſe Conteſſions, and their own Subſcriptions, and 
can deny or impugn any of the Doctrines, till they firſt ho- 
neſtly and openly retract their Subſcriptions, and publiſh io the 
World the Reaſons for their doing ſo, and at the ſame Time 
throw up either the legal or voluntary Benefices and Stipends 
they enjoy; but to retain theſe, and at the ſame Time give 2 
Blow to that by which they hold them, by cover'd Expreſſi- 
ons, Which the learn d Readers can take up, but eſcape the No- 
tice of thoſe of an ordinary Reach and Capacity, and not ſpeak 
out honeſtly and openly what they intend, is to us great Diſin - 
genuity and Inftncerity, but is the common Practice of Hcre- 
ticks, as appears from the Records of Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, 
With what Face or Conſcience can a Man uplift a Stipend, 
when he looks on this worldly Encouragement to be a Bar on 
that free and impartial Enquiry? Has he a conſiderable En- 
couragement, and ſhould not he ſtand up tor the Defence of 
the Truths which he has ſubſcribed, and promiſed to teach, and 
Zealouſly contend for the Faith once delivered to the Saints ? 


And will he notwithſtanding preach, that Men ſhould have Li- 
berty to act according to their Light, when it carries them to 


write and preach againſt the fundamental Doctrines of Chriſti- 
anity, and plead, that when Men have done fo, they may not 
be puniſhed by the ſecular Arm? Is this the Zeal that ſhould 
animate and inſpire a Presbyterian Teacher, who, by his Of- 
fice, is obliged to ſtand up for tbe Defence of the Copel ? 


Tur Doctor s Sentiments about theſe Bars we have already 
ſhewed to be a Part of the Scheme of Libertines and Free- 
thinkers, from two Paſſages of 7Fo0!fton's, we ſhall add to 
them one from the Independent M big. Fol. I. N. 5. No 


* Interett on euher Side of the Queſtion ; we are bribed by our 
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9 Hiclinatiqns, in Spite of our beſt Reſolutions 3 who car 
7 heartily he angry at an Opinion which will keep a Coach and 
* fix, or ftrenuouſly endeavour to find out Hereſy in it? It is 
true, the Doctor will not have ſuch a high Encouragement, yet 
by being both a Principal in the Univerſity, and a Miniſter in 
the City of Edinbnrgb, will, by both, have the higheſt Encou+ 
ragement of any in our Church; and will he accept of the 
ſame, when he believes and preaches, that worldly Intereſt is à 
great Bar againſt a free and impartial Enquiry, and making 
valuable Improvements in uſeful Knowledge ? 


W own,that many of the Diſſenting Miniſters,now in En. 
gland, are againſt Confeſſions ; but in this they have degene- 
Fe from their worthy and renowned Fathers in the Mini- 
ſtry, the united Miniſters in and about London, called Preſ- 
d erian and Congregational, who did anno 1690, ſettle up- 
on ſeyeral Heads of Argeement; and in the eight Article they 
declare, That they owa either the doctrinal Part of thoſe 
commonly called, The Articles of the Church of England, 
or the Confeſſion, or Catechiſins ſborter or larger, compil'd 
t by the Aſſembly at Weſtminſter, or the Confeſſion agreed 
? pn at the Savoy, to be agreeable to the Scriptures, the per- 
* fe& and pply Rule of Faith and Manaers,” | 


Nat, Lay, This Paſſage objected to by the Presbytery, 
Is 3 Blow given to the Practice of all the Proteſtant Churches 
fince the Reformation, who have agreed to certain Sum- 

aries of Chriſtian Doctrine, to be their Proſſeſſion of the 
Beer of Chriſtianity, ſnewing their Senſe of the holy 
Scriptures, for guiding the People to the Underſtanding of 
ems and for ſhewing the Harmony of Proteſtants in the Pro- 
teflion of the Faith. The firſt Proteſtant Confeſſion, was 
that which was offered to the Diet of the Empire at Au 
burg ; and after their Example, the other Proteſtant Churches 
in England, Scotland, France, Holland, and other Places, 
Fun theirs, and thought they had ſufficient Warrant for 
making them from the Practice of the firſt Teachers in the 
Apoſtolick Age, from Rom. vi. 17. We read of the Form 
Y Dering that was delivered io the Chriſtians 1 

and 
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and of the Form of ſound Words, which the Apoſtle ex- 
horted Timothy to continue in, 2 Ep. i. 13. | 


Taz fourth Article of the Presbytery's Charge is laid againſt 
the Author, in theſe Words: He is is greatly concern'd tor 2 
more free Education of Children by Parents and other Inſtruc- 
tors, than is conſiſtent with the Directories thereof, approven 
* by this and other Proteſtant Churches, and contain d in their 
reſpective Catechiſms, becauſe they contain theſe particular 
and peculiar Doctrines, which he calls the Shibboleth of a Par- 
ty. The Paſſage referred to for Proof, we have in Reform. 
Serm. p. 31. * I ſpeak it with very great Concern, I cannot 
© help being apprehenſive, that the Looſeneſs and Debauchery 
* fo much lamented in many, who are obſerved to have had 
the Benefit of a religious Education, may be often found to 
© proceed in a great Meaſure from that very Education itſelf, 
' as it is managed: For I may appeal to attentive Obſeryers, 
* whether that which obtains the Name of a religious E- 
ducation, does not often turn out in ſuch a Shape as this. 
The Care of Parents, or Inſtructers about the religious Part 
of Education, is almoſt wholly ſpent in inculating upon young 
Ones, the Shibboleth of a Party, making them acquainted with, 
* andinſtilling into them a Regard for the particular Doctrines, 
or peculiar Forms of their own Se& ; in which there may 
be often Times found a Mixture of Things abſurd or trifling, 
* which yet are inculcated with as great Earneſtneſs, and by 
the ſame Methods with the moſt weighty and important 
Points. This is another Part of the modern and polite 
Scheme the Doctor has gone in with; and to ſhow this, we 
conceive there is an Agreement of the above Paragraph with the 
following Words of Shaftsbury, Vol. 1. p. 306, 307. But 
* whatever Manner in Philoſophy happens to bear the leaſt 
© Reſemblance to that of Catechiſm, cannot, I'm perſwaded, 
* of itſelf prove very inviting ; ſuch a ſmart Way of queſtion 
* ing ourſelves in our Youth, has made our Manhood more 
* averſe to the Expoſtulatory Diſcipline 3 and tho* the meta» 
*phyſical Points of our Belief are by this Method, with ad - 
* mirable Care and Caution inſtilled into tender Minds, yet 
{ the Manner of this anticipating Philoſophy may 7 the 
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Aſter - work of Reaſon, and the inward Exerciſe of the Mind, 
at a riper Age, proceed the more heavily, and with greater 
* Reluance. It muſt needs be a hard Caſe with us, after 
© having paſſed fo learned a Childhood, and been inſtruſted in 
our own, and other higher Natures, Eſſences, incorporeal 
* Subſtances, Perſonalities, and the like, to condeſcend at 
. —=_ Years to ruminate, and con over this Leſſon a ſecond 
Time.“ 


Tu Shibboleth of a Party, is by the Presbytery thought 


to be the Catechiſms, which Parents and other Inſtructers of 
Youth inculcate ; their Reaſon is, becauſe the Doctor ſo ex- 
plaining it in the very next Words, making them acquainted 
with, and inſtilling into them a Regard for the particular Doc- 
* triges, or peculiar Forms of their own Sect.“ Now, where 
bs it that theſe particular Doctrines are to be found, but in 
the reſpective Confeſſions and Catechiſms of the Proteſtant 
Churches? And is there any Thing more common, than for 
Writers to call theſe their Forms, and the Form of found 
Words, the Name of Shibboleth, the Doctor gives to theſe ; 
and ſo we find the Author of a Defence of the Scripture, 
as the only Standard of Faith, in anſwer to a Pretace before 
a Collection of our Confeſſions, applying the Word Sbib- 
boleth to Confeſſions, p. 106. Where an Aſſent to human 
Forms ſhall give a Man a Tule to Church-communion, when 
* yet his moſt ſincere Aſſent to the Scripture-torms cannot 
* procure him this Privilege, the Bible is then expos'd to the 
* utmoſt Contempt, another Rule of Faith is ſet up, and cer- 
* tain Shibboleths are made the Charms, whereby (to uſe the 
Words of the Preface) a Man, without conſidering what he 


believes in his Heart, may be inchanted into Orthodoxy”. 


And p. 107. The Scripture is able to make Men wile to 
Salvation, to make the Man of GOD perfect in every good 
Work, tho' not in Schoel Divinity, i. e. in the Shibbolety, 
* of Parties and fantaſtick Phraſes, that ſeem invented to de- 
* ſtroy the Simplicity of the Goſpel. Thus we ſee it is 
uſual ſor the Ditlenters in England, to call Confeſſions and 
Catechilms the Shibboleths and Forms of Parues; and the 

Doctor 
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| Door by being in England, has learn'd to ſpeak heir Lan- 
guage on this Subject. 


Nor long ago, The Aſſembly's Shorter Catechiſm, reviſed * 
and rendered fitter for general Je, was publiſhed by a cers 
tain free Enquirer, who purged it from ſome particular Do- 
ctrines, that are known to be the Shibboleth of a Set or Par- 

ty, that goes under the Name of Calviniſt; it was printed at 

London, and reprinted at Edinburgh ; no Doubt the DoRor 
Z has ſeen it: And whether the Author be one of the Doctor's 
Correſpondents on ſuch Matters, he knows beſt, we will not 
aſſert, that the Doctor himſelf was this free Enquirer, for 
| we find him uſing the ſame Way of Reaſoning on this Sub- 
Jet that the Doctor had advanced, Preface, p. 2. It is nuw 
* generally thought, that the religious Principles ſet forth in 
* the Bible, have been better underſtood in this preſent Age 
* ( thro” the free and diligent Searches of the Learned) than 
© they had been in any ſince the primitive Times. And p. 3. 
Nor can it be denied, that in this Performance, they have 
* conveyed ſuch a Scheme of Principles (with regard to ab- 
«* ſtruſe Points of Doctrine) as many have thought in its Con- 
* ſequences to weaken the Obligations to practical Religion 
(the Doctor's Language is, that Looſeneſs and Debauchery ia 
* ſome Meaſure proceed from this) a Scheme, which upon 
ö * this, as well as upon other Accounts, is not approved of 
a * throughout by a great Majority of Miniſters of our Time: 
e such a Catechiſm therefore may bring great Difficulties upon 

« ſeveral conſcientious Men that may be called to teach it, be 
e « offenſive to many of the moſt intelligent Hearers, and per- 
«* haps may be attended with ill Conſequences to thoſe that 
learn it, when in riper Years they come to Converſe viii 
© the more judicious Part of Mankind, and read the Riis. 
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; © ings of the moſt able and rational of our modern Dimes." 
s We obſerved before, that it was one of the Queſtions pro- 
N poſed to the Doctor, when he was ordained, If he owned. 
5 and adhered to the Confeſſion of Faith and Catechiſms of this 
i Church, and the DoArines therein contained, as being founded 4 


on and conſonant to the holy Scriptures? To this he they 
gare 
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gave his Aſſent: And now, if they be founded on the holy 
Scriptures, then the particular Doctrines contained in them, 
tho ſome of them be peculiar to a Sect or Party being true, 
that Sect or Party is ſurely in the Right, as to theſe peculiar 
Doctrines, if they are ſo well founded. But it would ſeem, 
that the DoRor has changed his Mind, as to thefe peculiar 
Doctrines, ſince he went to England; or if he had done it 
before, he has kept this Alteration to himſelf, and notwith- 
ſtanding of this could ſubſcribe his Aſſent to them when or- 
dained, tho' the Intention of the Impoſers of a Subſcription to 
them, and of the Subſcription itſelf, is, that Men thereby fin- 
cerely declare they believe them; however this may be, if he 
has altered his Mind, as to the peculiar Doctrines of Calvi - 
miſts in the Catechiſm, it would ſeem, that now when he ca- 
techiſes in England, he lays aſide the Shibboleth that is in it, 
the Catechiſm not being impoſed upon him, or injoined by a- 
ny Authority at London: The above cited Proof of the a- 
bove Article we come now to conſider a little, and when we 
ſhall have opened it up, we are confident, it will appear to 
be a Piece of ſtrange Contexture. And here we obſerve, 
1. As to the Education of Youth, the Paragraph not only 
peaks of Parents, but of other Inſtructors; and this being inde- 
finite, we are left to include under the Wordinſtructora, Mini- 
fters, Maſters in Univerſities and Schools. But the Appellants 
obſerving that the Paſſage is very groſs, with their uſual Art 
make their Defence of it, ſo as to relate to Parents, without 
having Reſpect to Miniſters, Profeſſors, Principals and Re- 
gents, p. 27.1. 31. and p. 28. J. 4. becauſe they ſaw the hea- 
vy Reflection that is contained in the Paragraph upon ſuch, as 
well as Parents; as will appear by the ſecond Obſervation 
we make. And therefore, 2. We notice, that the Author 
ſays, that the Looſeneſ7 and Debauchery of many, who are ob» 
ferv'd to have had the Benefit of a religious Education, 
often procegds from that (N. B.) very Education itſelf in a 
great Meaſure, as it is managed. Now, if this religious 
Education is itſelf a Benefit, as he expreſly ſays, and yet the 
Looſeneſ and Debauchery of a great many doth proceed 
from it, we cannot underſtand what Sort a Benefit that reli 
gious Education is; for ye are ſure it mult be a curſed _ 
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from which ſich bad Fruits proceed: Our Saviour tells us, 
That the Tree is known by its Fruit, 'This is ſuch a dread- 
ful Attack on a religious Education itſelf, which he calls a Be- 
nefit, that we have never heard of the like, and we wiſh that 
the Youth may be preſerved from ſuch an Education; but we 
would have aſcribed the Looſrneſs and Debauchery of ſuch as 
have had the Benefit of a religious Education, not to the Edu- 
cation itſelf, but to the Iniquity of their own Hearts, and the 
Corruptions of the Age. After this he may charge Conle- 
quences of this Sort on the Bible itſelf, It it is ſaid, that he 
has ſofined the harſh Expreſſion, by adding, as it is managed: 
And here he conde ſcends on three Inſtances of Miſconduct in 


| Education. 1. The inculcating upon the Youth the Shib- 


boleth of a Party, i. e. their particular Doftrines and 
their peculiar Forms. 2. The inſpiring them with a ftrong 
Averſion to thoſe of another Il ay of thinking. 3. The en. 
forcing of their Inſtructions by mere Authority, and the 
Aue of future Rewards and Puniſhments, With reſpect 
to theſe, p. 35. he deſpairs of ſeeing any general Reforma. 
tion among the Youth, till theje groſs Faults are amended : 
But tho' there may be ſome Miſmanagement in theſe three 
Particulars, yet we cannot perceive, that Looſeneſs and De- 
bauchery doth proceed from a religious Education, even tho 
there may be ſome Defects as to the above Methods. When 
the ſecond Method is taken, Perſons may indeed become Bi- 
gots, but that it makes them looſe or debauched in their Mo- 
rals, we can't fo well underſtand; but we fee this Reflection 
on the Education of Youth, by Parents and other Inſtructors, 
very well taken off in a Pamphlet juſt now publiſhed, intitu- 
ied, Obſertations on Dr. Wiſhart's tu Sermons, And as 
to the third, we ſhall examine it, when we come to the fifth 
Article of the Charge, where it will fall naturally to be con- 
fidered. only for the preſent we cannot fee, that if Parents and 
laſtroctors exceed in uſing Authority, and propofing the 
Awe of Rewards and Puniſhments, in deterring from Vice, 
and encouraging them to Piety and Virtue, this is the Cavſe 
of the Looſeneſs and Debauchery of mauy. 
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WE ſhall therefore conſider the firſt alledged Failure and 
Defe& in a religious Education, and this is the inculcating 
upon young ones the Shibboleth of a Party, which he calls 
their particulur Doctrines and their peculiar Forms. 
This the Presbytery underſtands to be uttered againſt the re- 
ſpective Catechiſms of Proteſtants of ſeyeral Denominations 3 
for theſe are the Forms which Parents and other Inſtructors 
inculcate on young Ones: For he ſays, that in them a Mix- 
ture of Things abſurd or trifling may be often found. He 
had been candid, if he had made a Condeſcendance of ſuch 
abſurd or trifling Things; for it is a very hard Charge on Pa- 
rents, Miniſters, Principals, Profeſſors, and Others, to ſay, 
that they make young Ones acquainted with ſuch abſurd and 
trifling Things in their religious Education, as are the Cauſes 
of the Looſeneſs and Debauchery of many: And as to this, 
thoſe which are advanced by the Lawyers ſeem to be a trifling 
Evaſion of the Charge. Their firſt Inſtance is, Caſe, 2 29. 
Tbat more Pains are taken to inculcate in young People 
the bigb Dodwellian Principles, about the Neceſſity of E- 
piſcopal Ordination, which they repreſent to be fo unchari- 
table, as that Perſons not baptized by ſuch as have it, are not 
ſaved. But this Gloſs on the Doctor's Text is a Force upon 
it, and we cannot think it was in his View, becauſe the Do- 
&or ſpeaks of an Education, from which the Looſeneſs and 
Debauchery of many proceeds. We own, that Bigotry, in a 
very high Degree, proceeds from ſuch an Education; but we 
do not ſee how Looſeneſs and Debauchery in many proceeds 
from it. We have fo much Charity for thoſe of ſuch high Ay- 
ing Principles, which are both erroneous and uncharitable, that 
theſe who maintain them, are not debauched in their Morals, 
And can it be thought, that a few high flying Nonjurant Clergy 
in England and Scotland are the Cauſe of the Looſeneſs and 
Debauchery of many? Are the Gentlemen Lawyers ſerious 
in this Inſtance? Surely not; and therefore they muſt there- 
by raiſe the Laugh of their Readers againſt them. The other 
Inſtance is in p. 30. There are ſome Parents among our 
ſelves at more Pains to inſtil into their Children the Belief 
« of the Divine Right of Presbytery, than to reach them the 
Truth of Divine Revelation, os the Neceſſity of Holineſs ; 
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* and to tell them more concerning the Rights and Methods of 
* calling Miniſters, than concerning the making of their own 
* Calling and EleRtion ſure, and to make them look upon thoſe 
* who differ from them, in Matters of Church-government, 
* as Malignants. What their Ground of Certainty tor this is 
we know not; but we have the Charity for ſuch as are zea- 
lous and keen for theſe Things, that they train them up chiefly 
in the Knowledge of the Principles and Precepts of Chriſtia- 
nity, that they fear and worſhip Gop in their Families, and 
oblige their Children and Servants to ſeek and ſerve Gop in 
ſecret: We hope that it is Calumny to ſay, that they teach 
their Children theſe Things, more than the Neceſſity of Ho- 
lineſs; and we are of Opinion, that they muſt go elſewhere, 
to find out the many that are looſe and debauched in their 
Morals. As to theſe Things which they teach, will the 
Gentlemen ſay in earneſt, that the Looſeneſs and Debauchery 
of many proceeds from this? Will they tell us, in what Ca- 
techiſm of any Se& or Party theſe Doctrines are to be found? 
In fine, this Alledgeance deſerves no other Treatment than 
that of Buffoonry : But we forbear. 


We proceed to eſtabliſh the Presbytery's Interpretation to 
be juſt in that Catechiſms are meant by Sbibboleth, which con- 
tain the particular Doctrines, and peculiar Forms of Prote- 
ſtants of ſeveral Denominations, though this be moſt evident 
from the Paſſage of the Sermon, wherein he blames Parents 
and Inſtructors, for inculcating on young Ones the Shibboleth 
.of a Party, and making them acquainted with the particular 
Doctrines, and peculiar Forms of it. And becauſe the Doctor 
is the beſt Interpreter of his own Words, we ſhall endeavour 
to ſhew this alſo from ſeveral Paſſages in his Charity-ſermon, 
which run down the Method of inſtructing young Ones in the 
Knowledge-of the Principles of Chriſtianity ; and which ſhew 
how little he values this Part of Inſtruftion ; and conſequent- 
ly that the Care of Parents and Inſtructors ought not to be 
much bent this Way. 'The firſt Paſlage is in Page 22. * The 
Title to the Character of Chriſtians is by our bleſſed Savi- 

our put not upon the Clearneſs of our Heads, but on the Ho- 
| '* neſty and Sincerity of our Hearts; not upon the Exactneſs of 
12 * our 
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© our Notions in the Matters of intricacy or Nicety, but upon 
© the Goodneſs of our Diſpoſitions. Here the Doctor leaves 
out of his Character of Chriſtians a clear and exact Knowledge 
of many of the Doctrines of Chriſtianity, which muſt be own» 
ed to be intricate, that is myRerious ; and when he calls them 
Matters ot Nicety, this we look upon as treating them with 
Buffoonry: The Doctrines ot the Trinity, the Eternal Gene- 
ration of the Son ot GOD, the Doctrine of che Incarnation and 
hypoſtatical Union, aud others that we might name, are his 
Matters of Intricacy. and Nicety : He would have done well 
to have told his Hearers what theſe Matters are; for this is the 
Language that the Libertines and Free-thinkers ule concerns 
ing theſe Doctrines, as is plain from ſeveral Citations we have 
already brought from them, on this and the former Article. The 
Doctor knew this very well, and therefore ſince he has not left 
a Caution, to prevent his Hearers and Readers their ſuſpecting, 
that his Thoughts and Sentiments are the ſame with theirs 
likewiſe, we are exceeding ſuſpicious of it. Now, theſe and 
other intricate Doctrines of our holy Religion, bare been by 
pious Writers ſhown to contribute very much to a holy and re- 
ligious Life. The holy Scripture lays a great Streſs upon the 
Knowledge of theſe, and other myſterious Truths of Chriſtia- 
nity, and make this Knowledge an eſſential Ingredient in the 
Character of a Chriſtian; and for this we refer to the follow- 
ing Texts, Matth. xi. 25, 26, 27. Luke xix. 42. Jobn xvii, 
3. 27im. iii. 15. 1 Epiſtle of Jobn ii. 13. and iv. 16. Muſt 
he not be a ſtrange Kind of Chriſtian, that does not know or 
believe theſe Doctrines? For our Part, we think, that both 
this Knowledge, and the Charity the Doctor recommends, are 
neceſlary Ingredients in the Character of Chriſtians, both to- 
gether are a better Character of them than either alone. And 
we think, that the Compariſon here between Things, both of 
which are abſolutely neceſſary, is idle and impertinent. The 
Doctor, in his Character of a Chriſtian, mentions only tbe 
Honeſty and Sincerity of our Hearts, and the Goodneſs of 
our [iſpoſitions; and having left out a true Knowledge of re- 
tiviovs Truths, he alſo leaves out the Holineſs of the Life and 
2 religious Practice. Now, when both a right Knowledge of 
che right Doctrines of Religion, which is the Foundation of 


all 
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all Service and Worſhip and Holineſs of Life and Practice, 
; are left out of the Character, the Character the Doctor gives 
; of a Chriſtian muſt be very lame and exceedingly defective. 


2. ANOTHER. Paſſage in the Charity-ſermon, of the ſame 
Complexion with the former, is in Page 29, If the main End 
ot the Chriſtian Inſtitutiou, is not to try our Wit, and exerciſe 
our Penetration, or to train us up to be exquilite and ſubtile 

'* Metaphylicians, but to purify our Hearts to Love, and to 
« edity the Body of CHRIST in Love, then the comparative 
Worth and Importance of the ſeveral Things contained in 
that Inſtitution, is not to be meaſured by their Intricacy or 
* Nicety. by their Perplexednels to be underſtood, but by their 
© greater or leſs, their more or leſs direct Tendency and In- 
* fluence, to promote in us the Diſpoſition and Exerciſe of 
© Love and Goodneſs, and to train us up to the Perfection of 
it. But we obſerve here, that as the main End of the Chri- 
ſtian Inſtitution is not to try our Wit, ſo neither is Charity the 
main End of it, but the Glory of GO D, and of our Saviour, 
in the Salvation of Sinners of Mankind. . We cannot be per- 
fectly of the Doctor's Mind, that the comparative Worth and 
Importance of the ſeveral Things contain'd in the Chriſtian In- 
ſtitution, i not to be meaſured by their {ntricacy. Is not 
the comparative Worth of the Divine Perfections and Excel- 

lencies, to be meaſured by their tranſcending theſe of Angels 
and Men in an infinite Manner? Have they not ſuch Intrica- 

Cy, that we cannot comprehend them? Is not the Love of 
GOD the Father, and of our Saviour JESUS CHRIST, fo 
intricate, ſuch a Height and Depth, ſuch a Breadth and Length, 
that it ſurpaſſeth all created Underſtanding, and human Com- 
prehenſion? May we not meaſure the comparative Worth of 
the bleſſed Joys, and the Glories of Heaven, above the Plea- 
ſures of Time and Senſe, though they are fo intricate that Eye 
bath no ſeen, nor Ear beard, nor bath it entred into the 
Heart of Man to conceive them? He repreſents the train- 
ing up of young Ones in the Knowledge of the intricate Doc - 
trines of Chriſtianity, to be a training them up to be ſubtile 
Metaphyſicians : But are there not Truths in natural Religi- 

On, as intricate and perplexed as thoſe in revealed , 
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ſuch as the Eternity of GOD, that his eternal Duration is with- 
out Succeſſion; his Immenſity, that he is every where without 


Extenſion; that he foreſees all the free Actions of voluntary 
Agents, without neceſſitating them to theſe Actions, and the 


like 2? | 


3. ANOTHER Paſlage wherein he ſpeaks with Diſteſpect of 
training up Perſons in the Knowledge of the Doctrines of Re- 
ligion, we have in Page 30, Sure I am, a wile and practical 
Improvement of this Rule, would lead us to the true Way 
of Peace in the Chriſtian Church, would engage us to follow 
* more after that Unity of Affection, which is far more valu- 
able in the Sight of GOD and CHRIST, as well as more 
* attainable, than the moſt exact Uniformity in Opinion. The 
teaching of one Catechiſm, the agreeing to one Confeſſion, as 
2 Profeſſion of Faith, is an Uniformity of Opinion in the Affairs 
of Religion; we ſee how diminutively the Doctor ſpeaks of 
it; but we conceive that Peace and Truth go well together in 
the Church : And, as we ſhould follow theſe Things that make 
for Peace, ſo we ſhould contend earneſtly for the Faith once 
delivered unto the Saints. A right and juſt Knowledge of 
the Principles of Religion, is of the greateſt Importance to a re- 
ligious Practice, and to the Exerciſe of Charity in particular; 
ſo that unleſs this Foundation be laid, Religion will quickly 
turn into Superſtition and Enthuſiaſm, Our Saviour ſaid, John 
Xiii. 17. ye know theſe Things, bappy are ye if ye do 
them. When the inſpired Apoſtles wrote their Epiſtles to the 
Churches, they firſt laid down the Doctrines of Chriſtianity, 
even theſe which the Doctor and others call intricate and per- 
plexed ; and having laid this Foundation, they proceed to preſs 
upon them the Duties of it. A moſt exact Uniformity in O- 
pinion will be a great Ingredient in the Happineſs of Heaven; 
and it is, in a good Mealure, obtained in the Churches upon 
Earth, witneſs the Harmony of the Confeſſions of the ſeve- 
ral Proteſtant Churches: And it has been more preſerved too 
_ them, than even a Harmony of Affection to one and« 
ther. | 
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4. AxNoTHER Paſſage is in p. 34. It is not enough that 
young Ones be led to a juſt Underſtanding of the great Prin- 
* Ciples and Precepts of Religion and Chriſtianity, in ſuch a 
* way as is moſt ſuited to their Capacities, but alſo great Pains 
* muſt be taken to form their tender Minds to the Loye of 
* Goodnels.” But what way is it that Parents and Inſtructors 
of Youth is to take, to form their Minds to a Love of Good- 
neſs? Is not this too by inculcating upon them a Belief of the 
Doctrines, and ſhewing them the Obligations that the Precepts 
of it lay upon them, not only to a Love of Goodneſs, but 
which is more to the Practice of it likewiſe ? Is a Love to 
Goodneſs all that remains to be done to them, after they have 
a juſt Underſtanding of Principles and Precepts of Chriſti- 
anity ? Again, is it not a right Method to form their Minds to 
2 Love of Goodneſs, by propoſing to them the Awe of future 
Rewards and Puniſhments ? But how contemptibly he treats 
this, will appear from what we are to advance on the fifth 
Article; And for the Doctor to ſay, that as to a Chriſtian 
Education, it is not enough to teach them the great Princi- 
ples and Precepts of Chriſtianity, is a little ſurprizing to 
us; for our Part, we would have repreſented this as a Fun- 
damental in the Buſineſs of Education, as a Thing of the 
higheſt Neceſlity, Moment and Conſequence. What muſt 
young Chriſtians, nay old Ones too, think of a PresJbyterian 
Miniſter, to hear him ſpeaking to them in ſuch a Strain, as he 
has in the forecited Paſſages? And what theMethod is that the 
Doctor prefers, he tells us in Reform. Serm. p. 35. Great 
* Pains muſt be taken to inſtil into them, according as their 
* Capacities gradually open, ſome Underſtanding of the Nature 
* of true Goodneſs and Virtue, good Thoughts of Gop, and 
* of the Obligations we are under to him, juſt Notions of the 
* Nature of pure and undefiled Religion, as it is founded on 
* a Senſe of the unalterable Difference betwixt moral Good 
* 2nd Evil, and of a perfectly good Gop (why not alſo of our 
Saviour JESUS CHRIST, ſince both are joined together, 
* Tobn xvii. 3.) together with ſome juſt Underſtanding of the 
natural Tendency and Influence of true Piety and Virtue 
© prevailing in the Heart of the preſent Improvement, Plea- 
* ſure and Satisfation of the Mind; and to the ſettled Peace 
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and Tranquillity of the whole Life. This we conceive is 2 
Method of Education, which is followed out by a moral 
Heathen Philoſopher, who has not the Benefit of a lupernatus 
ral Revelation; for Parents muſt (ſays he) and Inſtructors be 
at great Pains to teach the Youth juſt Notions of the Na- 
ture of pure and undefiled Religion, as it is founded 
in a Senſe of the unalterable Difference betwixt moral 
Good and Evil, and the natural Tendeiicy and Influence 
of it, But what is all this, but to teach them the Religion of 
Nature in a philoſophical Way from the Nature. of Things, 
their Tendencies and Relations to one another ; of this, he 
ſays, great Pains muſt be taken: But when in the Charity 
Sermon, he chanced once to mention an Education, that is pro- 
perly Chriſtian, he ſpeaks of it in a very low and moſt lifeleſs 
Manner, it is not enough that young Ones be led to a jull 
Underſtanding of the great Principles and Precepts of 
Religion and Cbriſtianity. The Doctor in the Reform, 
Serm. has indeed been acting the Part of a Profeſſor ot Ethicks 
in a, philoſophical Manner, from the 1 Page all along to the 
29. and his Aim has been, to engage Parents and other Inſtruc- 
tors of Vouth, to take that tedious, and not eaſy to be attained 
Method by the moſt of Parents, ſo that the greateſt Part of 
the Youth will be neglected in their Education. Nay, the 
propoſing, of this Method is a fly Reflection on all the Care 
and Pains that Proteſtants, nay, all Chriſtians have hitherto 
taken in the Education of young Ones : But this is not the 
Method propoſed in the holy Scriptures, the DoRor is not 
ſatisfied with the Manner of delivering pure and undefiled Re- 
ligion in the Bible, but is for Parents and Inſtructors, their 
teaching it in the philoſophical Way. Mr. Leland in his 
learned Anſwer to Chriftianity as old as the Creation, takes 
Notice of the Complaint of Tindal the Deift, againſt the 
ſacred Writings as to this Matter, and gives a moſt excellent 
Reply to it, in Part 2. P. 301, 302. He ſeems further to 
complain, That our Duties are not treated in Scripture in 
* the ſame Way, in which the Writers of Morals treat them ;* 
as in Ariſtotle's Ethicks, Tully's Offices, and the moral 
Treatiſes of Grotius and Puffendorf, where the Reaſon and 
onne ion betueen them, and their Dependance on one 
another 


D 


* _ 1 ww _ — — 4 its. a. *** 


LY 
— — ? 5 


* 4a 
— — 


V' mn I A wa oy & ow o® 


— 
— 


* 


E 


another are plainly ſeen, p. 332. * As if the divine Legiſſa- 
* tor, On Suppalition of his giving a Revelation to Mankind, 
* preſcribing their Duty, muſt deduce the Precepts he gives in 
* a long Courſe of Reaſoning, after the Manner of the Mo- 
* raliſts, a Thing which would be thought abſurd and imper- 
* tinent in a human Lawgiver. The Laws of GOD come 
with greater Force, as they are delivered in Scripture, in the 
Name of GOD himſelf, inforced by his ſupreme Authority, 
© and with the moſt awful and important Sanctions of the Di- 
vine Promiſes and Threatnings than if drawn. out into 2 
* ſubtile Threed of Reaſonipg, like that made Uſe of by the 
Writers of Ethicks, and which however juſt, is for the 
* molt Part fo abſtracted, as to be above the Capacity of the 
Vulgar. And whatever this Gentleman may think, the 
People will much more eaſily comprehend the ample and 
* expreſs Precepts of holy Writ, and decern the Force of the 
powerful Motives there urg d, than the fine Reaſonings of 
* the Moralifts, who after all, can pretend to no Authority, 
*to make their Sentiments to paſs for Laws. For what is 
the Authority of Ariftotle or Tully, of Grotius or Puffen- 
* dorf, that their Notions of Things ſhould be binding upon 
Mankind? It is to be fear'd, the People would be apt gene- 
© rally to regard them, as the Heathens commonly did the 
* Writings of their Philoſophers, as little more than fine Amuſe« 
* ments. And it is very probable, that thoſe who now find 
Fault with the Scriptures for not treating Duties in ſuch a | 
* way of Reaſoning, as the Writers of Ethicks would, if 
they had done fo, have made this an Objection, and have re- 
* preſented this as exceeding the Capacity of the Vulgar, as 
* well as below the Majeſty cf the ſupreme Legiſlator. 


5. ANOTHER Paſſage, which ſhews the little Regard the 
Doctor has tor the Education of young Ones in the Know- 
ledge of the Doctrines of Chriſtianicy, we have in p. 33. 
* This is indeed the main Thing in the Education ot Youth, 
that they be train'd up as reaſonable and ſocial Creatures, 
and as Chriſtians, to that 'Temper and Diſpoſition, which is 
their Chief Perfection and Accompliſhment, as ſuch ; this, 
be fays, is the main Thing in Education,” But fince he 

| owns 


— — a — — ny 11 — _ 


1A 1 


owns the Youth to be reaſonable, as well as ſocial Creatures; 

is not Knowledge the great Excellency of a Man above the 

Beaſts that periſh? And is not the Knowledge of CHRIST, 
and the great Truths of his Religion, the high Excellency of 
a Chriſtian above a Heathen? Why then not train them up 

in the Knowledge of CHRIST their Saviour, as well as of 
Go their Creator in the Days of their Youth? Why not 
teach them that Gop at firſt made Man good, holy and happy, 
and that Man has made himſelf and his Pofterity ſinful and 
miſerable ? Why not train them up in the Knowledge of the 
way of our Salvation, from that wrerched Condition, by the 
Lord JESUS CHRIST ? And that for our Saivatinn, he did 
work out everlaſting Righteouſneſs, and obtain eternal Re- 
demption for us? What he hath done and fufftred for us to 
bring about unto us ali Bengfits and Bleſſings in this preſent 
Lite, and hereafter in a future Life? Why not train them 
up to a Senſe of the Neceſſity of Regeneration and Sanétifi- 
cation by the Holy Ghoſt ; and what Returns of Duty, Gra- 
titade and Obedience we owe to Gor and our Saviour, and 
how our Petitions are to be preſented to Gop for theſe Be- 
nefits, and how the Seals of the Covenant are to be uſed by 
us? Has it come into the Doctor's Head to treat of ſuch an E- 
ducation, or to recommend it to Chriſtian Parents and Teach- 
ers? No, he knows a better Method of his own ; but if 
it is ſo, the Reverend Synod and the World will judge. 


As we have ſhown from the above five Paſſages, That his 
two Sermons are no better than a Satyre on the common and 
ordinary Method of Education of Youth, by teaching them 4 
Syſtem of Doctrines collected together in Catechiſms, as be- 
ing the Shibboleth of a Party ; fo he confirms us, that this is 
his genuine Meaning by his concluding Advice, p. 39. of the 
Charity Sermon, Read carefully your Bibles, theſe Parts, 
* which you can beſt underſtand, the Book of Proverbs, the 
* Parables of our bleſſd Saviour, and his excellent Sermon on 
* the Mount,” But will the reading of theſe lead the Youth to 
a juſt Underſtanding, both of the great Principles and Pre- 
cepis of Chriſtianity ? Does he ever direct them to thoſe Parts 
of 4he holy Scriptures, where the Doctrines and Principles - 

Chriſti- 


ht — 


W111 as eg& a6 im 


L991 


Chriſtianity are deſignedly laid down? No; He avoids the 
recommending to the Youth the reading of thoſe, but deſires 
them to read theſe, eſpecially where they are not to be found. 
Again, Does he ever recommend to them the learning of 
their Catechiſm, as is utually done in Sermons, for the Be- 
nefit of Charity Schools, or any other Books wherein the 
Sum of Chriſtiaa Doctrine or Knowledge is ſet down for 
their Peruſal ? Was there not one among the many Cate- 
chiſms of the Proteſtant Churches, or thoſe that are compoſed 
by ſome able and pious Divine or another; Was there not one 
among them all that did pleaſe him ,or agree to his polite Taſte ? 
Was there no Summary of Chriſtian Do&rines digeſted in a 
natural Order or Method for the Help of their Memory, and 
aſſiſting their Conception of theſe Doctrines, that he could 
adventure to recommend? We think it is a mighty Advan- 
tage to ſee the Body of Chriſtian Doctrine, as it were at one 
View, as the ſeveral Parts of it are united in one connected 
Form, and to know what Aſpe& one Article of it hath upon 
another; and to uſe his own S:mile, Charity Sermon, p. 29. 
of a complex Machine or Contrivance, we ſhall ſuppoſe, 
that of a Watch; as there is a great Difference betwixt the ſeve- 
ral Parts oft a Watch, as they are disjointed and ſcattered from 
one another, and the ſec ing of them put together in their pro- 
per Place, and in their due Motion; fo it is here betwixt 
the Doctrines of Religion, as they ly here and there in the 
holy Scriptures, and the ſaid Doctrines collected together in a 
Dependance upon each other. 


FRoM all that has been repreſented, it is plain, That by 
the Sbibholeth of a Party, he intends the Catechiſm they have 
learn'd; this contains their particular Doctrines; he makes 
no Diſtinction of Sets in Chriſtianity, putting them all, 
as it were, on the lame Level. Now, each has their Ca- 
techiſm, and this Catechiſm contains the characteriſtick Doc- 
trines of the Sect, as the Doctor calls them; ours in 
Scotland, maintaining the characteriſtick Dactrines of ſuch 
Chriſtians as are diſtinguiſhed from Arians, Socimans, 
Pelazians and Arminians. Now, thele DoRrines which 
we maintain againſt them, we think are clearly revealed in the 
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holy Scriptures, ſuch as the Doctrines of the Trinity of Fer- 
ſors of the Godhead of the ſame Subſtance, the eternal Ge- 
neration of the Son, the Incarnation and the hypoſtatical U- 
nion, particular Ele&ionmand Redemption ; ; that we have not 
naturally a Power of doing that which is ſpiritually good, and 
other Doctrines of our holy Religion. Now, theſe are at- 
tacked by our Adverſaries, and Difficulties and Objections are 
raiſed againſt them, and a Miſt is caſt over theſe Doctrines, 
by ſuch as ly in wait to deceive and ſeduce. For this Reaſon, 
the Doctor and others, who maintain the ſame Scheme with 
himſelf, call them Matters of Intricacy and Nicety ; and 
that to teach the Youth theſe, is to train them up to be e- 
quiſite and ſubtile Metaphy ſicians. We hope now, that 
the Appellants will have Rezſon to think, that the Presbytery 
have given a fair, and, at leaſt, a plauſible Interpretation of the 
Paſſage of the Refor. Serm. referred to by the Presbytery, 
for proving the fourth Article; and we are pretty ſure, that 
the Doctor, who under ſtands the Scheme abundantly well, 
will not refuſe it in as publick a Manner as he has publiſhed 
theſe Sermons. And further, to confirm our Interpretation, 
we ſhall ſubjoin a Paſſage from the Independent I hig, that 
ſorts and tallies with the forecited Paſlages of the Doctor's 
two Sermons, relative to this Article; we have it in Pol. 1, 
N. 12. Pray, ſays be, where is the eſſential Difference 
between Tranſubſtantiation. Conſub ſtantiation, and the 
real Preſence? what the Conſequence, whether a Child be 
« baptized by one Sort of Prieſts, or by another, or of what 
© Uſe to Mankind are the (N B.) abſtruſe Queſtions about 
* Predeſtination, free Will, or free Grace? — ſince it is agreed 
* among all our preſent Sects of Chriſtians, that the Saviour 
of the World is the Son of Gop, deſcended from Heaven, 
* to teach (N. B.) Virtue and Goodneſs unto Men, and to 
* die for our Redemption. How are we concerned in the 


2 ſcholaflick Notions of the Trinity? Will the Scripture be 


more regarded. or the Principles of it be better obſerved, if 
* the three Perſons are believed to be three diſtin Divine 
Spirits and Minds, who are omnipotent of themſelves, ar 


are ſubordinate and dependent on the Father? Or it they 


are independent, whether their Union conliſts in a mutual 
(Con- 
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© Conſciouſneſs of one another's Thoughts and Deſigns, or in 
any Thing elſe ? or three internal Acts, vig. Creation, Re- 
* demption and Sanctification? or two internal Acts ot one 
ſubſiſting Perſon of the Father, that is to ſay, the Father 
a underſtanding and willing himſelf and his own PeifeRtions ? 

* or three internal Relations, namely, the Divine Subſtance 

and Godhead conſidered as unbegotten, begotten, and pro- 
* ceeding? or three Names of Gop aſcribed to bim in holy 
* Scripture, as he is Faiher of all Things, as he did inhabite in 
© an extraordinary Manner in the Man IESsUS CaRisT, and 

© as he effected every Taing by his Spirit, or his Energy and 
power? Or, Laſtly, Whether the three Perſons are only 

three Beings, but what Sort of Beings we neither know, nor 
* ought to pretend to know, Which I rake to be the Trinity of 
the Mob, as well as of ſome other wiſer Heads? What 
have Beaus and Belles, old Women, Coblers and Milkmaids, 
*todo with Homoulios, Conſubſtantiality, Perſonality, hypo- 
* ſtatical Union, infinite Satisfaction, Ec. none of which 
* Words, nor any like them, are found in the Scripture.” Theſe 
are the metaphyſical Do&trines, the Teaching of which, the 
Doctor ſays, is to train the Youth to be exquiſite and ſubtile 
Metapbyſicians ; but the Apoſtle Fobn, the favourite Diſ- 
ciple, in his firſt Epiſtle ſets down the moſt intricate and my- 
ſterious Doctrines of our holy Religion, as what Chriſtians 
muſt neceſſarily believe and give their Aſſent to, and puts 2 
great Streſs upon their giving it; ſuch as the Trinity of Fer- 
ſons in one and the ſame Godhead, Chap. v. ver. 7. the Fi- 
liation of JEsus CHRIST, as a fundamental Article to be be- 
lieved in order to Salvation, Chap. iv. 15.and v. 11, 12, 13. 
the Incarnation of the Son of Gop, and the hypoſtatical U- 
nion. Chap. 3. 8. concerning which he tells us, that unleſs 
we aſſent unto it, we can have no Inereſt in Gon, Chap. iv. 
2, 3. and to name no more, infinite Satistaction to Divine | 
Juſtice, Chap. ii. 2. and iii. 16. 


Ir Catechiſms ſhall be laid aſide, public Inſtructors of 
Youth will be made to go after them, and be laid aſide as uſe- 
leſs Members of Society. It has been one of the Engines of 
the Devil agunſt the Purity and Propagation of the _ 
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Religion, to obſtruct the Exerciſe of Catechiſing the Youth 
and the Ignorant; for this End he ſtirred up the Emperor Ju- 
lian the Apoſtate io be his Inſtrument, for taking away all 
Chriſtian Schools and Catechiſts, by which Means he made a 
more furious Aſſault againſt the Chriſtian Religion, than the ten 
Perſecutions before that, had done. WhereChriſtian Knowledge 
prevails, the Kingdom of Darkneſs muſt neceflarily fall; and 
therefore, one of the Popes after the Reformation com- 
plained, That the greateſt Hurt that the Sons of Hereticks had 
ever dane him, was by their peſtilential Writings, adorned 
with the Title of Cartechiſmg. 


AnD to conclude what we have to ſay on this Article, we 
cannot think that it will juftify the Doctor, his ſpeaking in ſuch 
a diminutive and diſparaging Way concerning Chriſtian Know- 
ledge, to ſay that the Doctor in his Sermon was ſhewing the 
comparative Excellency of Charity : Wherefore, to clear this 
Matter, we ſhall ſet down the Paſſage itfelt, as it is in Page 14, 
Love particularly deſcribed in a Way (N. B.) of Kindneſs 
* ane Beneficence to our Fellow-creatures, has the Preference 
given. not only before the moſt ſhining natural Endowments, 
© but alſo the greateſt Pretences to Religion, and the moſt ex- 
* traordinary ſupernaturalGifts,and even before Faith and Hope, 
the other molt neceſſary Graces of the Chriſtian Life; and for 
this refers to x Cor. xiii. But we think that this is fo far from 
juſtifying him that it brings another Charge upon him, viz. That 
Love deſcribed in a Way of Kindneſs and Beneficence, has 
not only the Preference to a true and clear Knowledge of the 
Principles and Precepts of Chriſtianity, and the moſt extraor- 
dinary ſupernatural Gifts, but even before Faith and Hope : 
We ſhall therefore conſider how this comes out from the 
Chapter he refers to; for this End it muſt be remembred, 
tbat be is ſpeaking of Love as particularly deſcribed in a 
Way of Kindneſs and Beneficence to our Fellow-creatures, 
and not of Love in its largeſt Extent as it extends to both Gop 
and Man. In the 1 Cor. xii. 2. it is ſaid, Tho* I bave the 
Gift of Prophecy, and underſtand all Myſteries, and all 
Knowledge; and tho' baue all Faith, ſo that I could re- 
move Mountains, and bave no Charity, 7 am ye 
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where the Apoſtle helps us to underſtand this Paſſage, by ex- 
plaining all Faith, by adding, /o that I could remove \ioun- 
tatns fo that by all Faith we are to undeiftard the higheſt 
Degree of the Faith ot Miracles, or the working of the moſt 
ſtupenduous Miracles; in this Senfe the Word All is taken, 
James i. 2. Count it all Foy (i. e. a bigh Degree of 
Joy) when ye fall into divers Temptations. Juſtifying Faith 
cannot be comprehended under all Faith in that Text; for 
this is neyer ſevered from Charity, and Faith is the Principle 
of it, as is plain from the Text the Doctor pitched upon, 
when he preach'd the Charity-ſermon, 1 Tim. i. 5. Now the 
End of the Commandment is Love, out —of Faith unfeign- 
ed, and Gal. v. 6. Faith which worketh by Love. Now it 
is contrary to Reaſon aud Philoſophy, to prefer the Effect to 
the Cauſe : Beſides, our Divines in the larger Catechiſm An- 
ſwer to Queſtion 32, ſay, That Faith is the Condition inter- 
efting us in CHRIST, which is a Peculiarity they aſcribe to 
this Grace above all other Graces of the holy Spirit. Now, 
the Senſe in which the Apoſtle takes all Faith, leads us to un- 
derſtand all Xnowledge, which tho' he had, yet if I have not 
Charity, ſays he, I have nothing. And by all Knouiedge, we 
are to underſtand the higheſt Degree or Meaſure of K10wledge, 
that ever any Prophet or Apoſtle attained to, yet wanting 
Charity he was nothing ; for this high Degree of Knowledge 
may not only be ſevered from Charity, but alſo from Salvati- 
on, Matth. vii. 22, 23. he will profeſs to them that propbe- 
fied in his Name, I never knew you. We muſt explain the 
Apoſtle's Words in a Conſiſtency with what he writes elfe- 
where, 1 Cor. ii. 2. I determined not to know any thing among 
you, ſave FESUS CH RIST aid bun crucified. And Pbil. 
ili. $. / count all Things but Loſs jor the Excellency of the 
Knowledge of FESUS CHRIST my LORD. Now the 

Apoſtle, under the all Things which be counted Loſs, takes 

in his own Righteouſneſs, the good Works of Charity and 
Beneficence ; for he adds Ver. g. And be found in bim, not 

having my own Righteouſneſs. There is therefore a Know- 

ledge of CHRIST, and of the Chriſtian Doctrine, namely, 

a practical and experimental Knowledge, which is ſaying, and 

cannot be ſevered from Charity, and which allo has the Pre- 

ference 
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f-rence to Charity, as it is particularly deſcribed in a Way of 
Kindneſs and Beneficence to our Fellow-Creatures. Again, 
Love, deſcribed in a Way of Kindneſs and Beneficence to 
our Fellow-creatures may be where the Charity that the A- 
poſtle is ſpeacing of, 1 Cor. xiii. is wanting; for Fer. 3. he 
ſays, Tho 4 beſtow all my Goods to feed the Poor, — and 
bave not Charity, it profits me nothing : For it is certain, 
that this Beneficence, aud giving of Alms to relieve our poor 
F-llow-creatures, may be done out of vain Glory and Oſtenta- 
tion; and therefore, when the Doctor ſays afterward, in the 
fame Paragraph, That Love, particularly deſcribed in a Way 
of Kindneſs and Beneficence to our Fellow-creatures, has 
_ the Preference given to it, even before Faith and Hope, 
the other moſt neceſſary Graces, he will find himſelf to be 
in a Miſtake here; and he will be obliged to give a more par- 
ticular Deſcription of that Love. than that of Kindneſs and Be- 
neficence to our Fellow-creatures, before it can be admitted in 
bis Deſcription of it, to have the Preference to Faith and Hope, 
the other moſt neceſfary Graces ; for the Text the Doctor has 
in his View, to prove his Aſſertion, is 1 Cor. xiti. 3. And 
now abideth Faith, Hope and Charity, theſe three; but the 
greateſt of theſe is Charity. Here the Doctor ſhould have 
given us his Senſe of theſe Words; is it his Meaning, that Love, 
deſcribed in a Way of Kindneſs to our Fellow-creatures, is more 
beneficial to them here in this World, than our Faith and 
Hope are? But tho' this be true, yet this doth not exceed the 
Neceſſity of theſe Graces, with Reſpect to ourſelves, we be- 
ing firſt to mind the Salvation of ourſelves, and, in the next 


Place, to contribute to that of our Neighbours : Or is the Doc- 


tor's Senſe of. the Apoſtle's Words, that Charity is greater 
than Faith and Hope, as Charity will accompany us within 
the Vail, when Faith and Hope, in our Aſcent into Heaven, 
will fall from us like Eljab's Mantle, when Faith will be 
turned into Viſion, and Hope into Fruition ? Is this his Senſe 
of the Paſſage? It it is, we come to ask him, How Love, 
particularly deſcribed in a Way of Kindneſs and Beneficence 
to our Felllow-creatures, enters within the Vail ? For our Fel- 
low · creatures being compleatly happy in the full and imniedi- 
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ate Fruition of COD, the chief and ſupreme Cood of the rea- 
ſonable Creature, will not need any Acts of Beneficence from 
us; ſo that Love in that Senſe will ceaſe, as well as Faith and 
Hope. And does not the Doctor yield and give this up, when 
he ſays, Page 25, That this Love and Kindneſs will not there 
be exerciſed in a Way of Sympathy and Compaſſion, under 
Wants, Weakneſs and Imperfection, but the pureſt Joy in the 
Perfection and Happineſs of one another. But tho' this be 
true, that they will rejoice in the Happineſs of their Fellow - 
creatures, yet does this ſhew, that Love, in a Way of Kindneſs 
and Beneficence to them, has the Preference to our Faith in 
JESUS CHRIST, and our Hope in GOD? Have the Duties 
of the ſecond Table their Preference to thoſe of the firſt ? And 
is Man to be preferred to the great GOD? Does not our Sa- 
viour ſay, that the firſt and great Command is to love 
the LORD our GOD, &c. and that Love to our Neighbour 
as ourſelves is the ſecond, and like to it? Again, he ſays 
in the fore-cited Paſſage, Page 14, That Love, deſcribed in a 
Way of Kindneſs and Beneficence, is preferred to Faith and 
* Hope, the other moft neceſſary Graces of the Chriſtian Life, 
* as the End is preferred to the Means.“ But the Doctor 
will have his own Difficulties here; to ſhew, how that Zove, 
particularly deſcribed in a Tay of Kindneſs and Bene- 
ficence to our Follow-creatures, it the End of our Faith in 
FESUS CHRIST, and our Hope in GOD. This Love 


way be an Evidence of the other two, but it is but à very par- 


tial Mark of it, unleſs there be ſomething more. 


Tur fifth Article of the Presbytery's Charge is, That he 
* profanely ditniniſhes the due Weight and Influence of Argu- 
* ments taken from the Awe of future Rewards and Punith- 
ments, while he alledges, that without explaining the Nature 
* and Juſtice of theſe moſt important,evident,and plain Articles 
* of Religion, the ſame can contribute no more to form the 
Minds of the Youth to a Senſe of Good and Evil, tnan hips 
and Syzar-plymbs :* For Proof of this, the Presbytery refers to 
Reform. Serm. p. 34. And inſtead of forming their Minds 
to a rational Senſe of Good and Evil, a Taſte and Reliſh for 


*. true Piety and Virtue, upon ſuch Principles as will ſtand the, 
| &y s 


Te 


ty 
b 
f1 
* 
2 
34 
25 
$f» 
Wh 
2 
＋ 


8 PF 7 
9 Po — 


1 


* 
—— — — Od _ 


— 4”. 4” 


TS 1 


* Teſt of a moſt ſtrict Examination, any Inſtances of good 
Practice they are taught, are recommended and enforced by 
* mere Authority, and by the Awe of future Rewards and Pu- 
niſhments ; which, as they are made Uſe of without explain- 
ing the Nature and Juſtice of them, can contribute no more 
to promote a liberal Piety and Virtue, a Reliſh for true Good- 


Sugar-plumbs, while in all the Offices of Religion to which 
they are accuſtomed, they are detained before the LORD 
againſt their Will; forc'd to run the Round of certain Forms 
they know no Good in, no Care being taken to inſti! into 
them a juſt Senſe and)Liking of true Piety and Devotion, or 
a Regard to any valuable Purpoſes in ſuch Obſervances, ſave 
only the pleaſing of their Parents. 


Fes Tas ̃ . WT yer” 


Now, for underſtanding this Paſſage, we muſt go back to 
that Part of the Paragraph in Page 33, where he had ſaid, / 
Jpeak it with very great Concern ; I cannot belp being ap- 
prebenſive, that the Loeſeneſs and Debaucbery ſo much la- 
mented in many, who are obſerved to have had the Benefit 
of a religious Education, may often be found to proceed from 


that very Education itſelf,as it is managed. Atter this he pro 


ceeds to ſhew the Miſmanagement of their Education, 1/f, By 
eneulcating upon young Ones the Shibboleth of a Party: To 
this we have given full Satisfaction upon the fourth Article, 
2. He mentions the inſpiring them with a ſtrong Averſion 
to thoſe of anotber Hay of thinking ; and for this we have 
referred to a Pamphlet, intitled, Ob/ervations on Mr. Wiſhart's 
two Sermons. The third Failure is, the enforcing their In- 
ſtructions by mere Authority, and the Awe of future Re- 
wards and Puniſhments : This is what falls under our pre- 
ſent Conſideration. But though it ſhould be granted, that Pa- 
rents may exceed in uling Authority, and propoling the Awe 
of future Rewards and Puniſhments, in deterring them from 
Vice, and encouraging them to Piety and Virtue, yet we can- 

not ſee, that the Looſeneſs and Debauchery lamented in . 
doth either often, or at all proceed from this, 


is 


neſs, and Sayour of Honeſty in the Mind, than hip and 


In the above Paſſage, there are many Things that deſerve to 
be cenſured, which we ſhall afterwards lay open; but that. 
which we ſhall firſt animadvert upon, is the Doctrine of the 
Preacher, concerning the Awe of future Rewards and Puniſh- 
ments. And here we obſerve, 1/t, That this is another Part 
of Shaftsbury's Scheme, which the Doctor has taken up, and 
which he has expreſſed almoſt in the Earl's Words, with a 
little Addition and Improvement in Buffoonry, by the Words, 
Suger-plumbs, Fol. 2. p. 55. If thro' Hope (N. B.) mere- 
ly of Reward, or Fear of Puniſhment, the Creature be in- 
cited to do the Good he hates, or reſtrained from doing the 
Ill to which he is not otherwiſe in the leaſt Degree averſe, 
there is in this Caſe (CN, B.) no Virtue or Goodneſs whats 
ſoever; the Creature notwithſtanding of his good Conduct, 
© js intrinſically of as little Worth, as if he had aRed in his na 
* tural Way, when under no Dread or Terror of any Sort; 
* there is no more Rectitude, Piety or Sanity in a Creature 
© thus reformed, than there is Meekneſs or Gentleneſs in a Ty 
ger ſtrongly Chained, or Innocence and Sobriety in a Mon- 
key under the Diſcipline CN. B.) of the Whip.“ Thus we 
ſee their Agreement in Opinion, that there is no Piety or Vir- 
tne, when the ſame is enforced in the above Manner; but the 
Doctor goes a very great Step further, when he had ſaid, that 
the Looſeneſs and Debauchery lamented in many, often 
proceeds from an Education managed after this Manner. 
The Appellants give the following Anſwer to the Presbytery's 
Charge, Caſe, p. 31. I. 20. He does not prohibite the Uſe 
that may be made of the Argument from future Rewards and 
* Puniſhments ; but what he blames is, That no other Argu- 
ments are uſed, in order to inſtil into Youth a juſt Senſe and 
Liking of true Piety and Devotion, but that Duties are only 
© recommended and enforced by mere Authority, or by the 
* Awe of future Rewards and Puniſhments, without ever ex- 
© plaining the Nature and Juſtice of good Actions. Here is 
ſuch an Interpolation committed on the Doctor's Words, that 
we are amazed at it; for the Doctor had been ſpeaking of the 
Defect in Education, namely, the enforcing the Inflances of 
a good Practice by mere Authority, or by the Aue of fu- 
ture Rewards and Puniſhments, which as they are made 
L 2 uſe 
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uſe of ( which plainly relates to Rewards and Funiſhments) 
without ever explaining the Nature and Juſtice of them, &c. 
Now, the Appellants, in place of them, ſet down, of good 
Actions, when they ſhould have ſet down, of Kewards 
and Puniſhnents. The Reaſon of this Art is obvious; they 
ſaw very well, that it is a difficult Task to explain the Na- 
ture, either of the Happineſs of Heaven, it being a Glory 


_ that is yet to be revealed, and which Eye hath not ſeen, nor 


Ear heard, nor hath entred into the Heart of Man to con- 
ceive, and the Apoſtle Paul, who had been caught up in- 
to the third Heaven, profeſſeth, that he beard unſpeakable 
Fords, which is not lawful (in the Margin, pa//ible ) to 
utter, or of the Miſery of the Damned in Hell; for what 
is ſaid of the former, is equally applicable to this. The Spiris 
of Gop, to give us Repreſentations of the one and the other, 
ſets them out by earthly Things, whereof Men have ſome 
Knowledge; Heaven, by theſe, Riches, Honours, and Pleaſures 
that are greateſt among Men ; and Hell, by theſe Wants and 
Loſſes, that Shame and Diſgrace, theſe Pains and Agonies, 
which are moſt frightful here; but as to the Nature, either 
of the one or the other, we are much in the dark, In ſhort, 
it doth not yet appear, what good or wicked Men ſhall be in 
the other World. And then, as to the explaining the Fuſtice 
of theſe Rewards and Puniſhment, there are different Con- 
ſiderations to be had here; for as to future Rewards, there 
being no Merit in our Obedience, the Reward is not of Debt, 
but of Grace; but Gop having promiſed a Reward, he is 
juſt to his Promiſe, and this ſecures the Performance. And 
then, as to the Juſtice of future Puniſhments, the Sins of Men 
deſerve to be puniſhed for ever, fince in no Period 'of Time, 
the Offenders by Suffering can give full Satisfaction to Juſtice. 
Now, is it the Doctor's Mind, that Parents are to be able to 
anſwer all the Difficulties and Objections, ſtarted by the Ad- 
verſaries againſt the eternal Duration of the Puniſhment of the 
Damned, that it is contrary to the Juſtice of God ; that there 
is ao Proportion between temporary Offences and eternal Pu- 
niſhments; and that human Bodies cannot ſubſiſt any long 
Time, far leſs for ever in Flames (and the like advanced by 


the Author of The World unmaſked, — and other 
Free 
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Free Thinkers, that they muſt be able to anſwer ſuch ſubtile 
Books ) that they may promote in them a liberal Piety and 
Virtue, and a Reliſb for true Goodneſs and Savour of 
Honeſty in the Mind. If this is the Opinion of the Doctor, 
we are afraid, that the moſt Part, even of pious and ſerious 
Parents, will not be able to promote a liberal Piety and Vir- 
tue in their Children, eſpecially if it is alſo conſidered, that 
the Doctor blames this Education, if the Parents do not form 
their Minds to a rational Senſe of Good and Evil, upon 
ſuch Principles, as will ſtand the Teſt of a moſt ſtrict Exe 
amination. Now, will not the Chriſtian Principles, con- 
cerning future Rewards and Puniſhments, ſtand the Teſt of 
a moſt ſtrict Examination, tho” few of ſuch Parents are able 
to ſtand the Argument with theſe that deny a future State, or 
to anſwer their Difficulties and ObjeRions, which are intricate 


and ſubtile. This would be indeed to oblige all Parents to be 


exquiſite Metaphyſiciaus, and to train their Children up to be 
ſuch, which he condems in his Cbarity-ſermon. Nay, the 


Doctor urges more, in order to Parents promoting a liberal 


Piety and Virtue, Ref. Serm. P. 35. J. 32, That great 
* Pains muſt be taken to inſtil in young Ones, according as 
* their Capacities gradually open Juſt Notions of the Na- 
ture of pure and undefiled Religion, as tis founded in a Senſe 
of the unalterable Difference betwixt moral Good and Evil. 
But is not this to teach them a Part of Metaphyſicks? For how 
can this be done, unleſs they teach them the Nature of Things, 
and the Relations the Things have to one another, and the Rela» 
tions they have to us, and ſo account for the Kationale of them 
all ; by this Means he will confine liberal Piety and Virtue to 


a few, to a very few of Mankind, in Compariſon of thoſe 


wha never had, nor could have ſuch an Education. 


BuT the Appellants ſay, P. 31. J. 35. The blaming Fer- 

* ſons for uſing only the Awe of Rewards and Puniſhments, 
* without explaining the Nature of Good and Evil, is no more 
* a diminiſhing the due Weight of the Arguments from Re- 
* wards and Puniſhments, than the Apoſtle his ſaying, that 
* Faith without Works is dead, could be called a profane di · 
miniſhing from the Uſe and Neceſſity of ſaying Faith. Thus 
again 


© 


zzain the Appellants put the Queſtion off the true State which 
the Presbytery put it upon, from the Doctor's own Words; 
and becauſe they ſaw they could not defend it, they form ano- 
ther of their own. The Appellants find this little Word, on. 
ty, is of great Uſe to them, and therefore they interpolate it, 
enly the Aue of Rewards and Puniſbments ; the Doctor 
had uſed the Word mere, with reſpe& to the Word Authort- 
ty, mere Authority, but they add the Word only (ot the 
{ame Import with the Word mere) to the Awe of Rewards 
and Puniſbments. Now, let us ſee how this Sentence will run 
by this Interpolation; enforced by mere Authoriiy, or only 
by the Awe of Rewards and Puniſhments ; and thus they 
make the Doctor to ſpeak Nonſenſe ; For if they are en- 
forced by mere Authority, then they are not enforced by the 
Awe of Rewards and Puniſhments ; and if they are enforced 
only by the Awe of Rewards and Puniſhments, then they are 
not enforced by Authority of Parents, unleſs that Authority, 
and the Awe of Rewards and Punifhments, are uſed by the 
Doctor to expreſs the ſame Thing; but the Appellants under- 
ftand them as diſtin&t Things, and fo does the Doctor; for in 
the following Words of the Paſſage, he explains mere Authori- 
ty, of detaining young Ones before the LoRD againft their Will, 
and forcing them to run the Round of certain Forms, &. 
In the next Paragraph, P. 35. he calls the Authority of Pas 
rents, and the Awe of future Rewards and Puniſhments, 
Fetters and awkward Reſtraints, Here I ſhall ſubjoin a 
Paſſage from the ZYorld unmask'd, concerning one of theſe 
Reſtraints, viz. future Puniſhments, p. 444. Eternal Dam- 
nation, an Opinion fo injurious to the Deity, fo contrary to 
* all Ideas of natural Equity, was much more proper for mak- 
ing me a Hyrroniſt, than a good Man; this however is the 
(N. B.) Reſtraint, as they term it, which they pretend de- 
* ters Men from Vice, they undertake to make Men virtuous 
by the Idea of a cruel, implacable and unjuſt Deity. And 
now we are to ſhow, that as the Doctor has treated the 
Awe of future Puniſhments with Bufoonry, by aſſert. 
inz, That if the Nature and Fuſtice of them is not ex- 
plained by Parents, it can no more contribute to promote a 
liberal Piet) and Firtue, than Whips : So, the Doctor goes 
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in intirely with the Shaftsburian Scheme, as to the uſing of 
this Argument, for the deterring from Vice; ſo as that it ought 
not to be much urged, but rather the Argument taken from 
the preſent natural bad Iſſues that flow from Vice. And here 
we ſhall ſet down a good Number of Paſlages out of both his 
Sermons, and ſome out of Shaftsbury's Charatterifticks, and 
Tindal's Chriſtianity as old as the Creation, to ſhow the 
Agreement betwixt them. | 


Tae firſt Paſſage we have in Charity Sermon, p. 17. Ia 

* a Word, the Scripture ſums up the Character of GOD in 
this one View, that he 17 Love, 1 John iv. 8. 16. Heis 
not only good, but Goodneſs is the very Notion of his Na- 
ture, and there is nothing in him contrary to that Characters; 
the moral Perfections of Gop may be all ſummed up in this 
* one View, the moſt perfect Goodneſs regulated in its Exer- 
« ciſe, by the moſt conſummate and unerring Wiſdom.” Now 
we apprehend, that this Paſſage will not (to uſe a Phraſe of 
the Doctor's) bear the Teſt of a ſtrict Examination; for 
1ſt when he ſays, That the Scripture ſums up the Character 
of Gop in this one View, that he i? Love, we do not 
think that the Text, 1 John iv. 8, 16. does ſum up the Cha- 
racer of Gop, no doubt Love is eſſential to Gop, and a Fer- 
fection of his Nature; but the ſhewing of this was not intend- 
ed by the Apoſtle, nor that it is the Sum of his Character; 
But his Deſign by theſe Words, GOD i Love, is to ſhow, 
That he is the moſt loving Being, or the Tranſcendency of his 
Philanthropy towards us in the Work of our Redemption; 
for the Apoſtle ſubjoins, Fer. g. In this was manifeſted the 
Love of GOD towards us, becauſe GOD ſent bis only 
begotten Son into the World that we might live through bim. 
Ver. 10. Herein is Love, not that we loved GUD, but 
that be loved us, and ſent his Son to be the Propitiation for 
our Sins. Ver. 11. Beloved, if GOD fo loved us, &c. 
From which it is plain, That God is ftiled Love, becauſe of 
the ſurpaſſing and tranſcendent Inſtance of it, ſo loved us. 
This manner of Expreſſion, GOD ts Love, is moſt em- 
phatical, and holds out more to us, than if it had been ſaid, 
that Gop loves us, even this, that ke is the molt loving 
Being- 
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Being. This is the Senſe that Deodati gives, God is Love, 
© 72, a Gop bighly and infinitely loving and bounteous, e- 
* ſpecially rowards his Ele& and Believers.” Again, it is moſt 
uſual in all Languages, to expreſs the Concret by the Ab- 
ſtrat, and by ſo doing, to hold out the ſuperlative Degree: 
Thus a very debauched Perſon is called Scelus by Terence; 
and a Thing that is moſt empty and vain, is by the royal 
Preacher called Vanity. Marlorat explains the Text after 
the ſame Manner, he ſays, * It was too deminitive to ſay, that 
* Gop loves us, wherefore, from a Deſire the Apoſtle had of 
* unfolding in ſome Meaſure, a 'Thing that is infinite and im. 
© inenſe, he calls Gop Love itlelf in the Abſtract.— The 
* Apoſtſe is not diſcourſing of Gop's Eſſence, when he calls 
* him Love, but would only teach what Senſe we have of 
him, and that his Love is immenſe and ine ffable. From 
this we ſee, that the Doctor's Gift of Interpretation is not very 
conſiderable; and that the Words of Fobn the Apoſtle do not 
prove, that the Scripture ſums up the Character in this, that 
Gop is faid to be Love, 2. The Doctor adds in the 
forementioned Paſſage, GON) ts not only good, but Good- 
neſs is the very Notion of bis Nature. It is certain, we 
cannot have an-adequate Notion of the Nature of Gop ; but 
the Notian of it mentioned by the Doctor is moſt inadequate, 
and comes ſhort of that moſt excellent one, which the Feft- 
minſter Divines give of him in their Larger Catechiſm, 
Queſt. 7. © God is a,Spirit, in and of bimſelf infinite in Be- 
ing. Glory, Bleſſedneſs and Perfection, all-ſufficient, eternal, 
« unchangeable, incomprehenſible, every where preſent, al- 
mighty, knowing all Things, moſt wiſe, moſt holy, moſt 
* juſt, moſt merciful and gracious, longſuffering; and abun- 

* dant in Goodneſs and Truth.” Surely Goodneſs is not the 

Notion of Gop's natural or phyſical Perfections, ſuch as 

Spirituality, Independency, Eternity, &. and therefore he is 

obliged to qualify what he had ſaid, by the following Words, 
The moral PerfeQions of Gop may be ſummed up in one 

View, the moſt perfect Goodneſs regulated in its Exercife, 

* by the moſt conſummate and unerring Wiſdom.” But does 

vindictive Juſtice enter into this Notion of his Nature? Is it 


ſummed up in this Goodneſs 2 May it not be as well — 
that 


that his Goodneſs is ſummed up in Juſtice, as that Juflice iz 
ſummed up in Goodneſs? Perfect GoodneſF, of which the 
Doctor ſpeaks, conſiſts in Benevelence and Beneficence, his 
willing, and doing Gaod to his Creatures; but vindictive 
Juſtice, is his willing to puniſh, and inflicting of Puniſhment, 
upon ſuch of them as are ſinful Creatures. And does this en- 
ter into the Notion of his Benevolence or Beneficence ? Surely 
not; and tho" it doth not, yet it is not contrary to it. To 
conceive of Gov to be all Goodneſs (for this is no other 
hing, than the ſumming up his moral PerfeRions in per- 
ect Goodnels, regulated in its Exerciſe by conſummate and un- 
erring Wiidom) when vindiftive Juſtice doth not enter in- 
to this Notion of his Nature, is to make another God than 
what the Scripture ſpeaks of: It is Lord Shaftsbury's, God, 
Charac. Hol. 1. p. 33, where we have his Notion of Gop: 
We ſhall then be able to ſee beſt, whether theſe Forms of 
* Juſtice, thoſe Degrees of Puniſhment, that Temper of Re- 
* ſentment, and thoſe Meaſures of Offence and Indignation, 
* which, we vulgarly ſuppoſe in Gop, are ſuitable to theſe o- 
* riginal Ideas of Goodneſs, which the ſame divine Being, or 
© Nature under kim, has implanted in us, and which we muſt 
* neceſſarily preſuppoſe, in order to give him (N. B.) Praiſe 
* or Honour in any Kind. 'This is the beſt Security againſt 
all Superſtition, io remember, that there is nothing in Gop, 
but what is Gop-like, and that he is either not at all, or truly 
and perfectly good.” Thus we ſee there is a friendly Cor- 
reſpondence betwixt the Doctor's Sum of the moral Perfec- 
tions of Gop, and the Earl's Notion of him; in Oppoſition 
to them both, we ſhall ſer down a Notion of Gop, which the 
Scripture gives of him, with reſpect to his Juſtice, Reſent- 
ment, Indignation and Puniſhment, P/al. xc. 11. 1 bo knows 
eth the Power of thine Anger, according to thy Fear, ſo 
is thy Frath? Nahumi. 2. GOD ts jealous, and the 
LORD revengeth and is Jurious, the LORD will rake 
Fengeance on his Adverſaries, and be reſerveib Wrath 
far bis Enemies. Ver. 6. Who can ſtand before bis Indig- 
nation? And who can abide in the Fierceneſs of bis 
Anger? His Fury is poured out like Fire, and the Rocks, 
are thrown down by bim. Heb. xii, 29. For cur GOD i 6 
M gor 


777 POE I II 222. ie La. > 
> xe LETS cc 0 3 


„ 


conſuming Fire. Theſe Texts are ſufficient to ſhow, that 
the Earl fails in his CharaQerifticks, and the Doctor in his 
moral Character of Gop. 


Tais moral Character of Gon, is the agony {iv e-, 


with reſpect to their Notions of future Puniſhments, upon 


this they build them, as will appear afterwards ; this they main- 
tain to make their Scheme conſiſtent, 


BuT the Doctor proceeds, Char. Serm. Pp. 17. to give us 
an Account of the natural Perte&tions of CoD; © His natural 
* PerfeCtions, ſays he, are (N. B.) amiable and adorable, 
as they are joined With the Perfection of Goodneſs, and ſerve 
© to ſecure the ſucceſsful and perpetual Exerciſe of it. Is not 
this all one with what Shaſtebury ſays in the forecited Paſſage ? 
The Idea of Goodneſs is neceſſarily preſuppoſed to the giv- 
ing of bim Praiſe in any Kind, But are not the natural 
Perfections of Gop amiable. and adorable alſo, as they ſerve 
to ſecure the ſucceſsful und perpetual Exerciſe of vindictive 
Juſtice, towards Devils and impenitent Sinners ? If they are, 
Why does the Doctor ſay, that they are amiable and adorable, 
as they are join'd with the Perfection of Goodneſs, and ſerve 
to ſecure the ſucceſsful and perpetual Exerciſe of it, as if they 
were Bot amiable and adorable in the former Reſpects? And 
the Doctor is of a Piece with himſelf and Shaftrbyry, when 
he ſays, * That the Goodneſs of Gon ſtrips all the other Per- 
* feftions of Gop that would othervyiſe attend them. Does 


it ſtrip bis vindictive Juſtice of that Dread and Terror tha? 
ſhould attend it ? 


A ſecond Paſſage, of great Affinity with that, which we 
have been animadverting upon, we have, Char. Serm. p. 15. 
He (Cop) has no narrow and particular Intereſt to turn him 
* aſide, or make him ever ſwerve from the Exerciſe of the 
* moſt pure and unbounded Goodneſs and Kindneſs, being in- 
* finitely perfe& and happy, independent of his Creatures, and 
* ſtanding in Need of nothisg, ſo that he cannot be profited by 
our Righteouſneſs, neither can our Righteouſneſs hurt him' ; 
and refers to Fob XXxv. 6, 7, 8. It is certain, that wie can- 

not 


. 
— 8 


az . 


kk, © rs 


„ 


not be profitable to the infinitely perfect Being by our Righte- 
ouſneſs, nor huriful to him by our Wickedneſs; yet he has a 
particular Intereft, for which he is concern d, and becauſe of 
which he departeth from the Exerciſe of the moſt pure and un- 
bounded Goodneſs: Now, when he doth this, is not puniſh- 
ing Devils and unpenitent Sinners a departing from the Exer- 
Ciſe of Goodneſs and Kindneſs to Devils and the Impenitent ? 
and the Doctor may call it ſwerving, if he pleaſe, This par- 
ticular Intereſt Mr. Tindal makes the Dialogiſt in the Con- 
ference to object to him, in his Chriſtianity as old as the Cre- 
ation, Chap. 4. P. 32. A due Regard to his own Honour, 
* 2nd the Dignity of his Laws and Government, will oblige 
* him to puniſh thoſe who violate his Laws.” Tindal's An- 
ſwer to this is almoſt in the Doctor's Words, or in Words of 
the ſame Import: As it was for the Sake of Man that he 
* gave him Laws, ſo he executes them purely for the ſame 
* Reaſon, ſince upon his Account he cannot be in the leaſt af- 
* fected, whether his Laws be or not be obſerved ; and con- 
* ſequently in puniſhing, no more than rewarding, does he act 
* as à Party, much leſs an injured Party, who wants Satisfac- 
* tion or Reparation of Honour,” And after he bas gone on 
to this Purpoſe, he ſubjoins, as the Doctor does, Job xxxv. 
6, 7, 8. It is true, That by our Sins we cannot do Go any 
real Harm, but yet the Divine Diſpleaſure and Diſlike is 
againſt them ; and this he manifeſts, by prohibiting them : But 
if his Creatures flight his Prohibition, is it not fit and neceſlary, 
that he alſo ſhew his Diſlike and Diſpleaſure with the Actors? 
And how can this be done, but by puniſhing for the F ault? 


A third Paſſage we have, Char. Serm. p. 16. The Sanc- 

« tions with which he has wiſely guarded theſe Laws, which 
« he has given for the (N. B.) Good of his rational Kingdom, 
are not to be diſpenſed with out of weak and partial Fond- 
« neſs; and for this Reaſon the wicked and impenitent Tranſ- 
greſſor of his Laws muſt not paſs unpuniſhed ; nor can (N. 
B.) his Goodneſs and Wiſdom ſuffer him to let his Creati- 
* on go to Ruin, and Laws formed for its Good be ſecurely 
tranſgreſſed in partial Favour to a Wretch, who is the Stain 
* of his glorious Work. From this Paſſage we obſerve, chat 
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the Doctor, in great Conſiſtency with his former Notion of 
the Nature of GOD, makes the Preniſbment of the /mpenitent 
the Effect of bis Goodneſs to bis rational Kingdom, or to 


bis Creation, that it may not go to Ruin; but not of his Ju- 
ſtice, for preſerving his Authority, and guarding his Honour, 


that is deſpiſed and affronted by their Wickednels ; woy ? be- 


cauſe this would be a particular Intereſt to turn bim aſide 
from the Exerciſe of the moſt pure and unbounded Gaod- 
neſr. Herein he goes in with Tindal, Chriſtianity as old as 
the Creation, p. 36, Whatever Puniſhment he intlicts, muſt 
be a Mark of his Love, in not ſuffering his Creatures to 
© remain in that miſerable State, which is. inſeparable from 
© Sin and Wickedneſs. The Doctor ſpeaks in the fore · cited 
Paſſage, of the Sanctions with which he has wiſely guarded his 
Laws; but does he tell us what theſe Sanctions are? Are 
they any Thing elſe than the internal Sanction, whereby Ob- 
ſervance to the Moral Law is inforced ? that is, natural Evil 
annex d to moral Evil, as painful Reflexions and Upbraidings 
for what the Tranſgreſſors have done, or the other natural 
Miſeries that iſſue from evil Actions: Theſe indeed the Doc- 
tor inſiſts upon at a great Length in his Reformation: ſermon. 
but never ſpeaks of any Puniſhments that G OD, over and a- 
bove theſe, doth threaten, and will execute. Can we think, 
that GOD is unconcerned about his own Honour and Right? 
Are not theſe valuable Things in themſelves 2 And muſt they 
not be fo to him? And will Re not be concerned that his Crea- 
tures put a Value on them alſo? He ſays, * That wicked and 
* impenitent Tranſgreſſors of his Laws muſt not paſs unpuniſh'd, 
* becauſe his Goodneſs and Wiſdom cannot ſuffer him to ler 
* his Creation go to Ruin.” But does he govern the World 
merely for his Creatures Saxe? Does he it not alſo to diſplay 
his Perfections of Truth, Purity and Juſtice, as well as his Wit 
dom and Gondneſs ? May he not then inflict, by his own Hand, 
Puniſhments on ſuch for guarding his Authority, maintaining 
the Honour of his Government, and a Regard to his Laws ? 
Eſpecially ſince in Sin there is a Contradiction to his Nature 
and theſe Laws, which are a Tranſcript of it» And thus we ſee 
that the Doctor maintains no more, as to the Sanctions of he 
Lays, than the fore-cited Deiſts do. 'Thus we think, that ** 
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hzs confined the Power of the Civil Magiſtrate in puniſhing 
of Offenders, he does a!ſo confine the Power of GOD, the ſus 
preme Ruler and Goyernour of the World, in inflicting Puniſh- 
ments on them. 


4. THERE is another Paſſage in which the Doctor thinks, 
that Morality may be ſufficiently recommended, though there 
were no 'Threatnings againft moral Evil; we have it Refor. 
Serm. p. 23, M hat Terrors muſt ſeize bis Mind (i. e. ofa 
wicked and impious Man, as is plain from the preceeding 
Words of theParagraph) who is filled with a juſt Sen/e of the 
Diſpleaſure of Heaven, which a wicked Man may well be 
in Fear of, even from GOD's Love of Goodneſs, and the 
Felfare of bis Creation, though there was no expreſs De- 
nounciation of it, (i. e. of the Diſpleaſute of Heaven.) Here 
the Doctor is for taking another Method with wicked and im- 
pious Men, than what the Prophet H aiab thought was neceſſa- 
ry; for that inſpired Writer in the Name of the Lord (in the 
Doctor's Text) denounceth a Wo to them that call Evil 
Cood and Good Evil: And the Doctor, who is a Paſtor of 
the Chriſtian Church, in his Sermon to the Societies for the 
Reformation of Manners, or thoſe who bear the Chriſtian 
Name, does not, in any Part of this Sermon, ſo far as we can 
remember, denounce any one Judgment, whether temporal or 
eternal, againſt impious and wicked Perſons; is not this an ef- 
ſential Omiſſion in a Diſcourſe of this Nature, eſpecially when 
his Text did natively lead him to it? But it ſeems that he did 
not denounce eternal Puniſhment, inflicted by the immediate 
Hand of GOD, becauſe it does not ariſe from the Nature of 
Things, nor is it a natural Iſſue from evil Actions: And, for the 
ſame Reaſon, in his Charity- ſermon, there is an eſſential Ommiſ- 
fion,when he is ſpeaking of univerſal Charity, as the main End of 
the Chriſtian Inſtitution, he does not mention Love to our Ene- 
mies in any Part of it, even though in one Paragraph he is mak- 
ing an Enumeration of thoſe to whom this Love is to be extend. 
ed; p. 34, he ſays, We ought to inſtil into young Ones a Senſe 
of what they owe to a perfectly good and compaſſionate Sa · 
viour, to their native Country, our happy Conſtitution, and 
the auſpicious Goyernment of our gracious Sovereign, to their 
. Parents, 
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parents, Maſters, Inſtructors and Benefactors, and to all their 
Fellow. creatures. One would have expected, that he would 
have ſet down Enemies in the Enumeration, and would have 
given them a Place after Benefactors, eſpecially ſince our bleſ- 
fed Saviour inſiſts much upon this in his Sermons, and ſhews, 
that our Enemies are a Kind of Neighbours we ſhould loye, 
and eftabliſheth this Duty by his Authority, recommends it by 
his own Example, and enforceth it by the ſtrongeſt Arguments; 
and his Apoſtles after him did the ſame Thing. What then is, 

or can be the Matter,that in a long Sermon upon univerſal Love, 

there ſhould be nothing ſaid of this Duty? May we not ſuſpect, 

that the Reaſon of this is, that he could not demonſtrate this Part 
of Morality from the Nature of Things, or ſhew the eſſential 
unalterable Difference berwixt moral Good and Evil, as to this 
of Love and Hatred to our Enemies. 


Has GOD, the Ruler of the World, neither Rewards nor 
Puniſhments, to induce Mens Regard to his Authority? Or are 
Men Machines or Brutes, having netheir Hopes nor Fears, the 
Springs moving them to Action? And if they have, are not theſe 
to be wrought upon by ſuitable Arguments? The Doctor ſays, 
A wicked Man may be ſeized with Terrors, and may be 
well in Fear of the Divine Diſpleaſure, ibo there was no 
expreſs Denounciation Fit: But if there is no Denounciati- 
on, how will he come to ſuch a Senſe of Fear as is neceſſary 
to deter him from wicked ARions ? The Divine Threatnings 
are by the Truth and Veracity of GOD ſecured in their Execu- 
tion, It it is ſaid, that the Doctor's Suppoſition is, Tho there 
were no expreſs Denounciation of the Diſpleaſure of Hea- 
ven, yet we muſt ſay, that the Doctor is moſt unlucky in the 
Ule of this Word expreſs ; for in his Charity-ſermon he ſays, 
p. 5. That Charity is the main End of the Chriſtian Inſti- 
ration, and that this is in expreſs Terms in his Text ; when 
yet the Chriſtian Inſtitution is neither expreſt nor meant in it,as 
it might be made to appear. Does the Doctor underſtand by an 
expreſs Denounciation of the Divine Diſpleaſure, a written 
Denounciation ? If ſo, what does his Suppoſition ſignify, or a. 
mount to? Or what can be intended by it? If Men have No- 
tfications of the Diſpleaſure of Heaven, from the inward I 
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of Conſcience, God's Deputy in them, accuſing them of theit 
Impieties, and condemning for theſe, Rom. ii. 1 5. and by the 
Works of Providence, or thoſe Judgments which he inflicts up- 
on wicked Men, theſe do not ſpring out of the Duſt, nor come 
about by Accident. Rom. i. 18. The Wrath of GOD is re- 
vealed from Heaven againſt all Ungodlineſs and Unrigbte- 
ouſneſs of Men,ubo bold the Truth in Unrighteouſneſs. Now, 
unleſs the Doctor takes in theſe, as well as a written Denoun- 
Ciation, in his Suppoſition, what does his Suppoſition avail as to 
the Argument, ſince theſe two laſt Ways aſcertain wicked Men 
of the Diſpleaſure of Heaven? The Doctor ſays, That a 
© wicked Man may well be in Fear of the Diſpleaſure of Hea- 
ven, even from GOD's Love of Goodneſs, and of the Wel- 
fare of his Creation, tho there was no expreſs Denounciation 
of it: But we cannot obſerve the Doctor's Conſiſtency with 
himſelf, and with what he had ſaid in his Chraity-ſermon, viz. 
That his Goodneſs ſtrips all the other Perfection of the Di- 
vine Nature, of that Dread and Terror that would otber- 
wiſe attend them. Now, if it ſtrips them of Dread and Ter- 
ror, is he conſiſtent with himſelf, when he ſays, That a wicked 
Man may well be in Fear of the Diſpleaſure of Heaven, 
even from GOD's Love of Goodneſs? Is not Dilpleaſure 
a Perfection in GOD? If it is, how doth his Goodneſs ſtrip 
his Diſpleaſure of Terror and Dread ? And yet this Goodneſs he 
makes to be the Cauſe of a Dread of this Diſpleaſure ; for this 
Dread is the Meaning of the Phraſe, He may well be in Fear. 


Is a Woe placed in his Text to no Purpoſe? Is it not intended 
to rouze and awaken ſuch impious Men to a Dread and Ter- 
ror of the Diſpleaſure of Heaven, and of the vindictive Juſtics 
of Gon ? Or does the Doctor maintain, that the Goſpel has 
no Threatnings of eternal Puniſhments? What Kind of Go- 
vernment has CHR1sST, the King of the Church, if there is no 
'Threatning of everlaſting Miſery ? Does he not tell us, Luke 
xiii, 3. Nay, except ye repent, ye ſball all likewiſe periſh ? 
And John viii. 24. Je believe not I am be, ye ſball 
die in your Sins. Now, ſince the Doctor has all along in 
the Sermon waved the Conſideration of the Argument, taken 
from the Awe of future Puniſhments, is not this another 


Proof 
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Proof of the Presbytery's Charge, that he diminiſhes the 
due Weight and Influence of this Argument? The Doctor 
in many Pages inſiſts, in his Reformation Sermon, on the na- 
tural Iſſues of human Actions, as the Arguments to prevail 
with young Ones, to a liberal Piety and Virtue, and would have 
Parents to inculcate theſe apd why not, according to their 
Capacity? But then, not to recommend the Arguments taken 
from the Awe of future Rewards and Puniſhments, and not to 
allow them ſo much as one Paragraph or Fage in the Sermon, 
is very ſtrange. The Doctor ſeems to be afraid of ſpeaking out 
here, that which the Earl of Shaftrbury does, Cbaracter- 
ficke, p. 57, 38. Neither can this Fear or Hope poſſibly 
be of the Kind called good Affections, ſuch as arc acknow- 
« ledged the Springs and Sources of all Actions truly good: 
Nor can this Fear or Hope, as above intimate, conſiſt in 
Reality with Virtue and Goodneſs, if it either ſtands as eſ- 
« ſential to any moral Performance, or as a conſiderable Mo- 
tive to any Act, of which ſome better Affection ought alone 
© to have been a ſufficient Cauſe.” Now, with the Doctor, 
the Argument taken from the Awe of future Rewards and Pu- 
niſhments, is ſo inconfiderable with him, that he does not make 
Uſe of it at all; why, becauſe it is not ſo proper a Motive 
to enforce young Ones to à liberal Piety and Virtue ? And 
the Earl in the fame Fol. p. 68. Where infinite Rewards 
« are thus enforced, and the Imagination ſtrongly turned to- 
« wards them, the other common and natural Motives to 
« Goodneſs are apt to be neglected, and loſe much by Diſuſe; 
other Intereſts are hardly ſo much as computed, whilſt the 
Mind is thus tranſported in the Purſuit of an high Advantage, 
© and Self-intereſt ſo narrowly confined within ourſelves.” 


THe ſixth Article of the Presbytery's Charge, is, That he 

* exceeds in his Charity,both to Heathens,to whom the Goſpel- 
offer has been or may be made, and who reject the ſame, and 
to ſuch as were born, baptized and educated in the Chriſtian 
* Church, who afterwards become Deiſt i, and reject the Words 
of Jesvs and his Inſtitution.“ The Paſſage in Char. Serm. 
referred to for the Proof, we have p. 28. I ſhall only ſay 
* this one Thing, that tho I am conſcious to myſelf, I _ 
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* far as any Man from a Diſpoſition to judge faſhly, even of 
* thoſe who reject the Words of our Saviour himſelf, and am 
willing to leave them to the Judgment of the Searcher of 
Hearts, whoſe Mercies are great; yet I muſt own, that I 
am at a Loſs to conceive, how a Soul, in which the Love of 
* Goodneſs, and juſt Notions of Gop had a due Preyalency, 
could reject (as an Enthuſiaſtical, an uſeleſs or pernicious 
* Impoſture) a Claim to Divine Revelation, in which the End 
* of the Commandment is Charity, in which all the main 
«© Branches of it have ſo evident and conſpicuous a Tendency 
© to that End, and in which we are furniſhed with ſuch great 
and peculiar Means of promoting, and that merely becauſe, 


Se. 


THE Presbytery judged, that the Doctor's Charity is de- 
teſted by the 7Yeftminſter Confeſſion, Chap. 10. Sect. 4. 
Much leſs can Men not profeſſing the. Chriſtian. Religion be 
« ſaved in any other Way whatſoever, be they never ſo diligent 
© in framing their Lives according to the Light of Nature, and 
© the Law of that Religion they do proteſs; aud to aſſert and 
maintain that they may, is very pernicious, and to be de- 
© teſted,” Our Divines, in framing this Paragraph, ſeem to 
have had a Regard to the Sentiments of the Reformers in 
England ; for they give us almoſt the very Words of the 18 
Article. They are to be bad accurſed, that preſume to ſay, 
that every Man. ſpall be ſaved by the Law or Sect which be 
profeſſetb, ſo that be be diligent to frame bis Life ac- 
cording to ibat Law, and the Light of Nature; for the 
boly Scripture doth ſet out unto us only the Name of FESUS 
CHRIST, whereby Men muſt be ſaved. Now, the Do- 
ctor had ſubſcribed. both the Confeſſion ot Faith, when a Mi- 
niſter in Scotland, and the Articles of the Church of England, 
to be intituled to the Benefit of the Toleration; and the one, 
deteſts the Doctrine, as pernicious, and the other holds the 
Maintainer of it to be accurſed, and pronounces an Anathema 
upon bim. 


| Tax Doctor, in the above mentioned Paſſage of his Ser- 
mon, is not ſpeaking of theſe who never heatd of the Goſpel, 
N nor 
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nor had the Publication of the Chriſtian Revelation made to 


them; and what his Sentiments are as to theſe, we ſhall no- 
tice afterwards ; but he is diſcourſing of theſe who have had 
the Chriſtian Inſtitution diſcovered to them, for his Charity 
and favourable Opinion extends to ſuch, as re ject the Words 
of our Saviour himſelf. Now, as to thoſe who may have 
done this, the Presbytery takes Notice of two Sorts of Per- 


ſons: 1/t, Of the Heathens, to whom the Goſpel-offer has 
been, or may be made, who yet reje& the ſame ; the Pres- 


bytery might have added to the Heathen, both Fews and 
Mabometans ; for in Fact, the Words of our Saviour have 
been made known to ſome of ſuch: And it is certain, that 
tho' the Goſpel-offer has been made to all the Three, yer 
ſome of them have rejected it, and to their dying Hour have 
perſiſted in the Rejection of it. But do not each of theſe 
Three profeſs a Religion? And do they not hope to be 
ſaved? Heathens hope to be ſaved as well as Mabometans, 
and Mabometans as well: as Jews, and Jews as well as 
Chriſtians : But tho Heathens, Fews and Mabometans, who 
have rejected the Wards of our Saviour, ſhould be ſtrict and 
ferious in their reſpective Religions, and be diligent to form 
their Lives according to the Rules of the ſame, and the Light 
of Nature, our Confeſſion aflerts, that they cannot be faved ; 
this they aſſert of all Men not profeſling the Chriſtian Reli- 


gion. As to the Jeu, to whom che Offer was made in the 


Days of our Saviour, who would have none of him, who 
received not but rejected hi Fords, he told them their 
Doom. Jo. iii. 19, This.is the Condemnation, that Light is 
come into the World, and Men have loved Darkneſs ra-. 
ther than Light, becauſe their Deeds are evil. And Ch. 
xv. 22. Vl bad not come and ſpoken. to them, they had not 
bad Sin, but now they have no Cloak for their Sin. They had 
no Colour of an Excuſe, and no Apology. could be made for 
them; and the Apoſtle Paul in his Epiſtle to the Hebrews, 
Cbap. ii-3. Tow fball we eſcape, if we neglect ſo great a 
Salvation, which at the firſt began to be ſpoken by the 
LORD himſelf, and afterwards conflrmed to us by them 
that beard bim? And the fame is as evident, with reſpect to 
the Heathens, to whom the Offer of the Goſpel came, as is yy 
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from the extenſive Commiſſion given to the Apoſtles, before 
the Aſcenſion of our Lord into Heaven, Mark xvi. 15, 16. 
Go through the IYorld, and preach the Goſpel to every 
Creature. He that believeth and ts baptized, ſhall be 
ſaved, but be that believeth not is damned. And muſt 
not this likewiſe hold, as to Mabometans, to whom the 


Words of our Saviour may have been delivered, yet did reject 
them? 


2dly, Tax Presbytery in their Charge mention others, who 
reject the Words of our Saviour himſelf, namely, thoſe who 
were born, baptized and educuted in the Chriſtian Church, and 
become Deiſts ; and to theſe allo the Docter extends his Cha- 
rity. Our Confeſſion, Chap. 10. Sect. 4. Adduceth a Scrip- 
ture very much to the Purpoſe as to thoſe, 2 Ep. of Fobn, 
Ver. 9. 1Phboſoever tranſzreſſeth and abideth not in the Do- 
ctrine of CHRIST, bath not GOD, i, e. no Iatereſt in 
him, nor that which Gop requires in order to Salvation. 
'This is the Caſe of Apoſtates, they had profeſſed the Chriſtian 
Religion, but afterwards rejected and renounced the ſame. 


The Apoſtle has thoſe in his View, who, tho' they were 


not born of Chriftian Parents, yet afterwards came to pro- 
feſs Faith in Chriſt, and Obedience to him, and thereupon 
were baptized, and yet afterwards became Renegadoes from 
Chriſtianity to Judaiſm, from the Chriſtian Church to the 
Fewiſh Synogogue 3 and likewiſe thoſe Heathens, who, upon 
the foreſaid Profeſſion were initiated into the Chriſtian Church 
by Baptiſm, yet afterwards did forſake the Chriſtian Aſſem- 
blies, and went to the Idol Temples of the Heathens. This 
was the Caſe of the Emperor Julian ſometime after; as to 
both the ſaid Perſons, they have no Intereſt in GOD, nor 
that which is required in order to Salvation. The Caſe of 
ſuch is applicable to that of Mabometans, if any ſuch had im- 


braced the Chriſtiaa Religion, and yet afterwards rejed it, 


and embrace the Alcoran, and from being Chriſtians become 
Muſſelmen: And likewiſe to our modern Deifts in Great 
Britain, who have been born, baptized and educated in the 
ChriſtianChurch,and yet afterwards reje& the Words of our Sa- 
viour himſelf, and fatisty themſelyes with the Religion; of 
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Fre, as that which is ſufficient to bring them to Happineſs. 
o All ſuch the Doctor extends his Charity; be il! not 
Judge raſbly of tbem: But where is the Danger of entertain- 
ing an untavourable Opinion of them as to their future State? 
For either Gop has declar d his Judgment concerning the Fate 
of ſuch Perſons in his Word, or he has not? It he has not, let 
the Doctor and the Lawyers give another Seriſe of the aboye- 
cited Text of Scripture, ſhewing that Gop has not reveal'd 
his Will and Pleaſure concerning their State ; but if Gop has 
diſcover'd in his Word his Judgment already, as to ſuch Per- 
ſons, and particularly in the forecited Texts and others, ad- 
duced in the Confeſſion of Faith, will the Doctor be more 
charitable than' Gop himſelf is? Let him now extricate him- 
ſelf out of this Dilemma, if he can. The DeRor' ſays, He 
leave them to the Judgment of GOD, whoſe Mercies 
are great. Does not this ſay, that Gop will or may be mer- 
ciful to them in a future State, notwithſtanding of the fore- 
cited Declarations in the holy Scripture? But is it to be thought, 
that his Mercy will prevail over the Truth of theſe Decla- 
rations, can we imagine, that he, in whom there is no Sha- 
dow of turning, will be fo fickle and inconſtant? His Mer- 
cies ſurely are great; but will he be merciful to ſuch, except 
they believe-and reperit? And will he extend his Mercy for 
their Salvation any other Way to them, but in and through 
J=svs CHRIST? And is it to be ſuppoſed, that Cop will do 
this to ſuch as continue to * the Worgs of our Saviour 
AE 2 | | 


THE DoRtor i in the aboye 3 fays, That he is at 2 
« Loſs to conceive, how # Soul, in which the Love of Good - 
* neſs, and juſt Notions of Gop had a due Prevalency, could 
* reject (as an Enthuſiaſtical, an uſeleſs and pernicious Im- 
* poſture) a Claim to Divine Reyelation, in which the End of 
* the Commandment is Charity.” But have there not been a- 
mong the Heathen,' who have had a Love of Goodneſs (or 
as he expreſſoth ĩ it, Char. Ser m. p. 8. J. 7. who have had a 
Love of the Diſpoſition of Goodneſs and Kindneſs) and have 
had juſt Notions of Gop, and clearer and fuller Notions, than 
_ Gon of the moral Ferfections of Gop given by the Bo- 
R _ 
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Ror, viz. perfect Goodneſs, regulated by the moſt conſums 
mate and unerring Wiſdom, who did not allow to Chriftia- 
nity a Claim to Divine Revelation? They knew that Chri- 
ſtianity recommended Love and Charity; nay, they admired | 
the Degree of it in the primitive Chriſtians, when they ob- f 
ſerved the great Love they had to one another, and yet would | 
10¹ embrace che Chriſtian Religion. | 


f 


; 
| 
| 


Txt Doctor, Char. Serm. p. 28. ſpeaking of the Cauſes 
of Mens rejecting the Words of our Saviour himſelf, and of 
their maintaining, that the Claim of Chriſtianity to a divine 
Revelation is not good, mentions four. The ſecond Cauſe 
is what we notice, namely, Becauſe Men n.ight poſſibly i 
have become good and happy, without having had this ex- 
« traordinary Help.” Now, this he ſeems to yield, p. 29. J. 7. 
* And will we confine the abundant Mercy of the great Pa- 
rent of Mankind, io the beſtowing of mere Neceſſaries on 
© his Children, and not allow it to reach, even to the beftow- 

* ing of additional Helps, and providing more abundanily for 
the Fulneſs of their Joy, and the Security of their Hopes? 
This is a Conceſſion, we can by no Means think of making 
to Deiſts; for if it ſhall be once yielded, that Men might poſ- 
ſibly have become happy, without having this extraordinary 
Help, i. e the Chriftian Revelation, we think that the ex- 
cellant Performances of late, ſhewing the abſolute Neceſſity 
of a ſupernatural Revelation upon many Accounts, will be 
little regarded ; and when the Doctor yields this, his Cha- 
rity by this Means extends to thoſe, who never heard of the 
Words of our Saviour, and never had the Publication of the 
Goſpel made unto them; and truly the charitable Opinion 
ſeems to be more reaſonable here, than to thoſe who reject 
the Words of- our Saviour ; and the Pelagians of old, 
and the Jeſuits, and ſome Arminians, in latter Times have 
exerciſed this Charity. 'Theſe have admired the Ac- 
counts given of Socrates by Arrian, the Writings of 
Plato, Epictetus, Seneca, and other worthy Pagans, and 
their Doctrines and Virtues to ſuch a Degree, that if a Col- 
lection were made of them, they would make a fort of na- 
rural Bible, as they haye- phraſed it; but then when they 
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come to ſpeak of the Happineſs that ſuch ſhall atain, they are 
Arangely perplexed ; ſome holding, that this will be the Effect 
of the ſovereign Grace of GQD to them; others, that whate- 
ver Favour is ſhown to ſuch, it is upon the Account of CHRIST, 
and his Sake, even tho they never heard of him, yet they do 
not think it reconcileable to the Juſtice of COD, to advance 
them to the fame State of Happineſs as thoſe that are redeem- 
ed by the Blood of his Sox, baptized into his Croſs, have par- 
taken of his Sufferings, and mortified the deareſt of their Aﬀec- 
tions, in Obedience to his Commands, and have imitated his 
holy Example: But however fayourable the Doctor's Opinion 
is to both thoſe who reject the Words of our Saviour, and to 
thoſe who never heard them, and however this Charity may 
be founded on the Divine Clemency, or perfect Goodneſs, re- 
gulated by the Divine Wiſdom, which he makes to be the Sum 
of the moral Perfections of GOD, yet our Confeſſion declares 
pointedly againſt both: For Chap. 1. Sect. 1. ſays, That the 
Light of Nature, and tbe Works of Creation are not ſuf- 
Ficient to give that Knowledge of GOD and bis Will, that 
Is neceſſary unto Salvation : And if ſo, it is not poſſible that 
they can be ſaved without the Help of a | ſupernatural Revela- 
tion; it is by this that the Knowledge of GOD and of his Will 
that is neceſſary to Salvation, is to be had, or it muſt be ſaid, 
that the Kowledge of GOD or his Will, that is given in the 
Scriptutes. is not neceſſary to Salvation, but only a Help aſſiſt- 
ing us to the more eaſy attaining of that Knowledge that 1s ne- 
ceſſary, as if Revelation diſcovered no Truths neceſſary to Sal- 
vation, but thoſe that are the Doctrines of the Religion of 
Nature; and this is to go in with the Scheme of Mr. Tindal. 
Again, the Doctor, by yielding that Men might poſſibly have 
become good and happy without any ſupernatural Revelation, 
makes a Conceſſion of that which the Compilers of the Con- 
feſſion deteſt, and declare to be pernicious, namely, That Men 
not profeſſing the Chriſtian Religion may be ſaved another 
Way, Chap. 10. Sect. 4 


We have * on this Head by obſerving, 'That tho* the 
Pelagians, and their Followers have maintained, That ſome 


Heathens, by living up to the Light of Nature, not havi 
hear 
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heard the Words of our Saviour, were, or might be ſaved: 
Vet, ſo far as our Reading ſerves us, we do not remember 
that any of them goes the Doctor's Length, in exerciſing 2 
charitable Opinion to thoſe who reject the Words of our Sa- 
viour : We know of none who do this but ſome Deifts and 
Libertines, as Mr. Hobbes, who maintains, That in the great 
Contuſion of Religions in the World, it is meet for a Man 
to accommodate himſelf to that Manner of ſerving GOD which 
is authoriſed by the Magiſtrate, every one in his reſpective 
Country, whether it be Chriftian or Jewiſh, Pagan or Ma- 
bometan ; with which Shaftsbury agrees in a Paſſage which 
we have already ſet down. But this is to turn Religion into 
a Trick of State, and to make it a Slave to Government; ſo 
that when a Religion paſles into a Law, however execrable it 
may be, Perſons ſhould comply: But this is a Doctrine ama 
zingly irreligious. 


Taz ſeventh and laſt Article of the Charge is, That he 


* ſeems to oppoſe the Orthodox Doctrine, concerning the ſin- 
ful and corrupt State of all Men from their Birth, and af 
* ſerts, That good Example and Inſtructions may take the 
Start, not only of vitious Habits, but even of vitious Incli- 
nations. The Paſſage referred io for Proof, is, Char. Ser. 
P. 32, where the Doctor, ſpeaking of Charity, as laid out * for 
* forming the young Peoples Minds to true Goodneſs, and 
the ſeveral Virtues of Piety,Gratitude, Equity, Truth; Humis 
lity, and the like, which are ſo many Branches and Exerciſes 
of it, forming them thus while there is the Advantage of 2 
natural Kindneſs and Tenderneſs of Temper to work upon 
and to conſpire with the Principles of. Reaſon and Religion, 
which may be employed to improve it into a ſettled and pres 
vailing Difpoſition, a rational and religious Principle in the 
Soul, while the natural Senſe of Goodneſs is yet, in a great 
© Meaſure, undebauched, and good Inſtructions and Examples 
© may, in ſome Meaſure, take the Start of vitious Habits and 
© Inclinations. - * | Mech 


T#1s is contrary to our Confeſſion, Chap. 6. Seck 4 
From this. original Corruption, whereby we are utter ly indul- 
Rog ; © poſed, 
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© poſed, diſabled, and made oppoſite to all Good, and wholly 
©. inclia'd to all Evil, do proceed all actual Tranſgreflians.” 
The Scripture Proofs, are, Ron. v. 6. and viii 7. and vii. 
18. Col. i. 21. Gen. vi. 5. and vii. 21. Rom. iii. 10, 


SS: 


Tux Presbytery expreſs their Charge in this Article with 
ſome Caution; their Words are, That he ſeems to oppoſe 
the orthodox Doctrine &. But we underiake to ſhow, that 
in the above Paſſage of the Sermon, there is more than an Ap- 
pearance of Oppolition to our Confeflion ; for when the Do- 
Ror is ſpeaking of forming the Minds of young Ones to true 
Goodneſs, he does not take Guodnets in this Faſſage ſtrictly 
for Benevolance and. Beneficence, as he does, p. 7. J. 10. 
and p. 8. J. 7. But in a large Senſe, for that Conformity that 
is in a Perſon and his Actions to the preceptiyxe Will of Gop ; 
for he ſays, in the above quarrelled Paſſage, ©* That the Vir- 
* tves of Piety, Gratitude, Equity, Truth, Humility, and the 
© like, are ſo many Branches and Exerciſes of it.“ Now, 
where theſe are in any Perſon, we call him a religious and 
good Man ; fe the Prophet Micah, Chap. vi. 8. He bath 
ſbewed thee, O Man, what is Good; and what doth the 
LORD require of thee, but to do juſtly, and to love Mer- 
cy, and to walk humbly with thy GOD. Now, The In. 
* ſtrufors of Youth, ſays the Doctor, are to form their 
* Minds to true Goodneſs, while the natural Senſe of Good+ 
* neſs is in a great Manner undebauch d. This is not agree- 
able to the ſtrong Expreſſion in our Confeſſion, we are by 
Original Corruption utterly indiſpoſed, diſabled, and made 
oppoſite to all Good; nor to Rom. vii. 18. In me (that 
is in my Fleſh ) there dwelleth no gesd Thing. And Ch; 
viii. 5. Becauſe the -carnal Mind is Enmity againſt 
GOD, for it is not ſubje io the Lau of GOD), neither 
indeed can be. The Doctor adds, And while good In- 
ſtructions and Examples may in ſome Meaſure take the Start 
« of vitious Habits and Inclinations. Now, a vitious Habit 
is a Diſpoſition to the committing of vitious and evil Actions: 
Original Corruption is ſuch a Habit; for our Confeſſion 
ſays, that From it all actual Tranſgrefſions proceed, 208 
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fays, That good Inſtructions and Examples may in ſome 
* Meaſure take the Start of vitious Iuclinations. But how 
can this be, when our Confeſſion afferts, that by original Cor- 
ruption we are wholly inclined, not only to Evil, but to ail 
Evil? Can any Examples or Inſtructions, whether good or 
bad, take the Start of this in any Meaſure at all? Is not this 
Inclination in all Men from their Birth, antecedently unto all 
Inſtructions and Examples? Theſe indeed may take the Start 
of Errors and Prejudices that may take Poſſeſſion in us by 
the Influence of 4 bad Education; but that they can take the 
Start of this original vitious Inclination, our Confeſſion de- 
nies. Thus it is evident. that the Appellants are highly inju- 
rious to the Presbytery. Caſe, p. 35. where they ſay, That 
the Presbytery bave been fond of finding out, or ſtraining 
for Hereſy from this Paſſage, and ſaying, that ſo groundleſs 
an Accuſation ſhews what Spirit they are of. The Ap- 
pellants themſelves were ſo much convinced, that the Accuſa- 
tion was fo well grounded, that they had no Way to e- 


vite the Charge, but by altering the State of the Queſtion, ' 


when p.34.they ſay, That good Inſtructions and Examples may 
rectify our corrupt Inclinations, and may contribute tow ards 
the rectitying them": Is this to take the Start of them? 
Surely not; for there is no rectifying of corrupt Inclinations, 
till they are once in us; and if we are wholly inclined to all 
Evil from our Birth, good Inſtructions and Examples cannot 
prevent that Inclination ; but the rectifying of them was not in 
the Queſtion. From this then, and many Inttances in our 
Reply, it will appear what Manner of Spirit is in the Gentle- 
men Lawyers: Surely not the Spirit of Truth. : 


To conclude, the Reverend Synod will now, we hope, 
find, That the Presbytery's fecond Ground cf their refuſing 
to concur with the Call ro Mr. Wiſbart, or to have an ac- 
tive Hand in his having a paſtoral Charge in the City of E- 
dinburgb, or his being a Co-presbyter with us, ſtands firm, 
and that the Appellants have not, as to any one Article, been 
able to defend Mr. Wiſbart againſt our Charge; that all they 
have done, is only diſguiſing and colouring over Things, al- 
tering and peryerting the State of the ſeyeral Queſtions, fly- 

0 ing 
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ing to Interpolations and Supplements of Words, and leaving 
our of Words and Sentences, to extricate them out of Dif- 
Hculties; nay, yielding the very Charge in ſeveral Particulars, 
and explaining the Paſſages, ſo as to deſtroy the Text. 'Upon 
the other Hind, we are confident, that we have fixed our 
Charge in all the Articles of it on the Sermons, have ſhown 
the Contrariety and Inconſiſtencies of the Doctrines Contain» 
ed in them, with our Confeſſion, the Laws of North. 
Hritain, and the Canons of our Church; and that we have 
made out the Doctor's Agreement with the Shaftrburian 
Scheme, his maintaining the Principles of Tindal, Toland, 
Collins, N oolſton, nd the Independent Whig, as to the 
Articles of the Charge, from a great many Paſſages that tally 
with theirs in the ſame very Words, or in Words of the fame 
Importance; fo that if the excellent Adyocates for Chriſtianity 
cenſure theſe Opinions in theſe Deiſts, as Errors of a danger- 
ous Influence and Conſequence, and have the Applauſe of all 

ood Men for their valuable Performances; furely the Preſ- 
2 tery of Edinburgh cannot be faulty; in declaring theſe Opi- 
nions to be Errors in Doctor Wiſbart's Sermons. In fine, 
we hope, that the Reverend Synod wil} be perſuaded, that 
Doctor Viſbari is (to uſe bis own Words Char. Serm. p. 5.) 
One of thoſe Guides and Leaders of the Chriſtian Churob, 
who have fallen into wretched Miſtakes. 


FINIS. 


Edinburgh, 23d March 1732. 


72 E Magiſtratet of Edinburgh having given in to the 
Moderator and Clerk in due Time, the Reaſons of their 
Appeal taken laſt Meeting, in the Afﬀair of Mr. Wiſhart's 
Call, and Provoſt M*Aulay, with bis Adberents, baving 
lodged likewiſe in the Clerk's Hands the Reaſon of their 
Proteſt and Diſſent, the WY nominated the Com · 


mittee appointed the Fifth of January laſt, to draw Anſwers 
to the Appeal then taken, viz. Reverend Profeſſor 
Gaudie M-derator, Mr. John Walker, Mr. George 

and Mr. George Lindſay, Miniſters, and Mr. Thomas Rigg 
of Morton, Ruling Elder; togetber with Mafters Samuel 


_ - Semple, John Schaw, Neil M*Vicar, James Walker and Tho- 


mas Pitcairn, to prepare Anſivers to the ſaid Reaſons of 
Appeal and Diſſent, and defend the Presbytery's Sen. 
tences before the Fudicatories competent, before whom the 
Cauſe may come, Extracted by | G 


Ron, MAcxixrosn, Clk. p. i. 
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